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PART  I: 


MEMORIAL  DAY 

Presidential  proclamation 


ITALIAN  CHEESES 

HEW/FDA  proposes  addition  of  safe  and  suitable  anti- 
mycotics  during  the  manufacturing  process;  comments 
by  7-19-76 . 

CONFECTIONERY 

HEW/FDA  withdraws  proposal  to  eliminate  net  weight 
from  the  quantity  of  contents  declaration  for  individually 
wrapped  pieces  . . . . 

INCOME  TAX 

Treasury/IRS  issues  requirements  for  a  domestic  inter¬ 


national  sales  corporation 


COTTON 

USDA/AMS  increases  fees  for  classing,  standards  and 
inspection,  sampling  and  certification  of  seed  and  fiber; 
effective  7-1-76.... . . 

FEDERAL  AND  FEDERALLY  ASSISTED 
PROGRAMS 

EPA  issues  regulations  to  implement  cooperation  with 
State  and  local  governments;  effective  5-20-76 — . 

PRIVACY  ACT  OF  1974 

NRC  issues  regulations  for  implementation;  effective 
5-20-76 . . . . . 
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HEW/NIH:  Cancer  Center  Support  Grant  Review  Com¬ 
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OE:  Women’s  Educational  Programs  Advisory  Coun¬ 
cil,  6-7  and  6-9-76 _ _ _ _  20729 

FPC:  National  Gas  Survey  Supply-Technical  Advisory 
Task  Force  Synthesized  Gaseous  Hydrocarbon 

Fuels,  6-24-76. . .. .  20739 

Interior/BLM:  Alaska  State  Multiple  Use  Advisory 

Board,  7-15  through  7-18-76 . 20717 

Burley  District  Multiple  Use  Advisory  Board, 

6-29-76  . . 20718 

Vernal  District  Multiple  Us*  Advisory  Board,  6-29 
and  6-30-76... . . . . . _  20719 
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National  Commission  on  New  Technological  Use  of 


Copyrighted  Works,  6-9  and  6-10-76 .  20740 

NRC:  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  Management  Cor¬ 
poration,  5-24-76 . 20745 

NSF:  Neurobiqlogy  Advisory  Panel,  6-7  and  6-8-76..  20741 

SBA:  Baltimore  District  Advisory  Committee,  5-21  and 

5—22—76  . . 20750 

USDA/FS:  Boise  National  Forest  Grazing  Advisory 

Board,  6-15-76 .  20725 

Northeastern  Forestry  Research  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tee,  6-30  and  7-1-76 .  20726 
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National  Commission  on  Electronic  Fund  Transfers. 

5-27-76  . 20740 


RESCHEDULED  MEETINGS— 

CRC:  Michigan  Advisory  Committee,  5-23-76 _  ..  20734 
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6-2-76  . .  20729 

PART  II: 

CLEARINGHOUSE  ADVISORY  PANEL 

FEC/Clearinghouse  on  Election  Administration  issues 
notice  of  public  hearing .  .  20801 


PART  III: 

NATIONAL  FLOOD  INSURANCE 

HUD/FIA  issues  notice  to  flood  prone  communities  of 
prohibition  of  Federal  and  federally  related  assistance  ..  20805 


AGENCY  PUBLICATION  ON  ASSIGNED  DAYS  OF  THE  WEEK 

Ten  agencies  have  agreed  to  a  six-month  trial  period  based  on  the  assignment  of  two  days  a  week  beginning 
February  9  and  ending  August  6  (See  41  FR  5453).  The  participating  agencies  and  the  days  assigned  are  as  follows: 
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Is 
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.  . 
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Rules  Going  Into  Effect  Today 


DOT/FAA — Alteration  of  control  zone  and 
transition  area;  Glasgow,  Ky..„  11274; 

3-18-76 

Alteration  of  control  zone  and  transi¬ 
tion  area;  Hickory,  N.C. 

11273;  3-18-76 
Alteration  of  control  zone  and  tran¬ 
sition  area;  Fort  Stewart,  Ga. 

16794;  4-22-76 
Alteration  of  Federal  airway. 

11275;  3-18-76 
Alteration  of  Federal  airway  seg¬ 
ments .  7088;  2-17-76 

Alteration  of  transition  area. 

11273,  11275;  3-18-76 
Bolivar,  Tenn.;  transition  area. 

14878;  4-8-76 
Chesterfield,  Mo.  control  zone  and 
transition  area....  17879;  4—29-76 
Designation  of  Federal  airways;  alter¬ 
ation  of  control  zone  9301-02; 

3-4-76 


Designation  of  Federal  airways;  tran- 

.  sition  areas .  7939;  2-23-76 

Designation  of  transition  area. 

11274;  3-18-76 
Federal  airways  (4  documents). 

12277,  12278;  3-25-76 
Jet  routes  and  area  high  routes;  alter¬ 
ation  of  jet  route;  New  Orleans,  La., 
and  Memphis,  Tenn .  13909; 

4-1-76 

Jet  route  J-89,  south  of  Atlanta,  Ga. 

12278;  3-25-76 
Restricted  areas  (3  documents). 

12276,  12278;  3-25-76 
Standard  instrument  approach  pro¬ 
cedures  for  certain  areas. 

12279;  3-25-76 
Standard  instrument  approach  pro¬ 
cedures;  recent  changes  and  ad¬ 
ditions .  13907-13908;  4-1-76 

Standard  instrument  approach  pro¬ 
cedures .  16795;  4-22-76 

Terminal  control  area,  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

12277;  3-25-76 

Transition  areas  over  Gulf  of  Mexico. 

12278;  3-25-76 


HEW/FDA — Enforcement  of  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  and  Fair  Pack¬ 
aging  and  Labeling  Act;  Reserve  sample 

requirement .  16550;  4-20-76 

Labor/BLS — Committee  on  Occupational 
Safety  and  Health  Statistics,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.,  5-20-76  ...  16620;  4-20-76 


List  of  Public  Laws 


This  Is  a  continuing  numerical  listing  of 
public  bills  which  have  become  law,  together 
with  the  law  number,  the  title,  the  date  of 
approval,  and  the  UJS.  Statutes  citation.  The 
list  Is  kept  current  In  the  Federal  Register 
and  copies  of  the  laws  may  be  obtained  from 
the  U.S.  Government  Printing  Office. 

S.  2115 .  Pub.  Law  94-286 

An  act  to  amend  chapter  39  of  title  10, 
United  States  Code,  to  enable  the  Presi¬ 
dent  to  authorize  the  involuntary  order 
to  active  duty  of  Selected  Reservists,  for 
e  limited  period,  whether  or  not  a 
declaration  of  war  or  national  emergency 
has  been  declared 
(May  14,  1976;  90  Stat.  517) 
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Title  3 — The  President 

•  PROCLAMATION  4440 

Prayer  for  Peace 
Memorial  Day,  May  31,  1976 

By  the  President  of  the  United  States  of  America 

A  Proclamation 

In  this,  -our  Nation's  200th  year,  Memorial  Day  has  special  significance.  As  we 
honor  those  who  gave  their  lives  that  our  experiment  with  liberty  might  succeed,  we 
can  be  proud  of  what  America  has  accomplished.  We  are  at  peace.  Our  Nation  and  our 
way  of  life  endure.  The  sacrifices  of  200  years  have  preserved  both  individual  freedom 
and  national  unity. 

As  we  mark  this  milestone  of  ©ur  national  independence,  however,  we  mmat  not 
forget  the  lessons  of  history.  Other  nations  have  risen  to  great  heights  only  to  weaken  in 
then'  resolve.  We  must  not  repeat  their  error.  We  must  remain  strong  in  oar  defense 
and  steadfast  in  out  resolve  to  uphold  the  principles  with  which  we  began  two 
centuries  ago. 

In  accord  with  the  request  of  the  Congress,  by  joint  resolution  of  May  1 1,  1950 
(64  Stat.  158),  let  us  especially  pray  on  Memorial  Day  that  our  continued  resolve  and 
our  eternal  vigilance  will  bring  lasting  peace  to  peoples  yearning  for  peace,  and  that 
our  honored  dead  shall  not  have  died  in  vain. 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  I,  GERALD  R.  FORD,  President  of  the  United  States  of 
America,  do  hereby  designate  Memorial  Day,  Monday,  May  31,  1976,  as  a  day  of 
prayer  for  permanent  peace,  and  I  designate  the  hour  beginning  in  each  locality  at 
1 1  o’clock  in  the  morning  of  that  day  as  a  time  to  unite  in  prayer. 

I  urge  the  press,  radio,  television,  and  all  other  information  media  to  join  in  this 
observance. 

I  also  call  upon  the  appropriate  officials  of  all  levels  of  government  to  fly  the  flag 
at  half-staff  until  noon  during  Memorial  Day  on  all  buildings,  grounds,  and  naval 
vessels  throughout  the  United  States  and  in  all  areas  under  its  jurisdiction  and  control, 
and  I  request  the  people  of  the  United  States  to  display  the  flag  at  half-staff  from  their 
homes  for  the  same  customary  forenoon  period. 

IN  WITNESS  WHEREOF,  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  this  nineteenth  day  of 
May,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  nineteen  hundred  seventy-six,  and  of  the  Independence 
of  the  United  States  of  America  the  two  hundredth. 

/fib*!/  rf, 

IFR  Doc.76-13052  Filed  5-19-76;!  1:45  am] 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  regulatory  documents  having  general  applicability  and  legal  effect  most  of  which  are 
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Title  10 — Energy 

CHAPTER  I— NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 


1.  In  §  9.8,  the  third  sentence  of  para¬ 
graph  (a)  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  9.8  Request  for  records. 


writing,  shall  be  addressed  to  the  Exec¬ 
utive  Director  for  Operations,  U.S.  Nu¬ 
clear  Regulatory  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20555,  and  should  be  clearly 
marked  on  the  envelope  and  in  the  letter 
"Privacy  Act  Appeal — Denial  of  Access.” 
A  request  that  is  not  so  marked  will  be 
deemed  not  to  have  been  received  by  the 
NRC  until  it  is  actually  received  by  the 
Executive  Director  for  Operations. 

*  *  *  *  * 

5.  In  §  9.66,  paragraph  (b)  is  revised 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  9.66  Determinations  authorizing  or 
denying  eorreetion  of  records;  ap¬ 
peals. 

*  »  *  *  * 

<b)  Appeals  from  initial  adverse  de¬ 
terminations.  If  an  individual’s  request 
to  amend  or  correct  a  record  has  been 
denied,  in  whole  or  in  part,  the  individ¬ 
ual  may  request  a  final  review  and  deter¬ 
mination  of  his  request  by  the  Executive 
Director  for  Operations.  A  request  for 
final  review  of  an  initial  determination 
should  be  filed  within  60  working  days 
of  the  receipt  of  the  initial  determina¬ 
tion,  shall  be  in  writing,  shall  be  ad¬ 
dressed  to  the  Executive  Director  for  Op¬ 
erations,  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20555,  and 
should  be  clearly  marked  on  the  envelope 
and  in  the  letter  “Privacy  Act  Correction 
Appeal.”  An  appeal  that  is  not  so  marked 
will  be  deemed  not  to  have  been  received 
by  the  NRC  until  it  is  actually  received 
by  the  Executive  Director  for  Operations. 
Requests  for  final  review  shall  set  forth 
the  specific  item  of  information  sought 
to  be  corrected  or  amended  and  should 
include,  where  appropriate,  documents 
supporting  the  correction  or  amendment, 
•  •  •  •  • 

§  9.67  [Amended] 

6.  In  section  9.67,  pararaph  (a)  is 
amended  by  deleting  “shall  be  clearly 
marked”  and  substituting  therefor 
“should  be  clearly  marked”. 

Effective  date.  These  amendments  be¬ 
come  effective  on  May  20, 1976. 

(Sec.  161,  Pub.  L.  83-703,  68  Stat.  948  (42 
U.S.C.  2201);  8ec.  201,  Pub.  L.  93-438,  88 
Stat.  1242  (42  U.S.C.  5841);  5  UJS.C.  652a). 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland  this  10th 
day  of  May  1976. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Lee  V.  Gossick, 
Executive  Director 
for  Operations. 

[FR  Doc.76-14834  Piled  5-19-76;8:45  am) 


PART  9— PUBLIC  RECORDS 

Amendments  of  Privacy  Act  and  Freedom 
of  Information  Act  Regulations 

Paragraphs  §  9.53(b),  9.65(b),  9.66(b), 
and  9.67(a)  of  the  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission’s  regulation,  10  CFR  Part  9, 
require  that  appropriate  legends  be 
placed  on  the  envelope  or  letter  such  as 
“Privacy  Act  Request,”  “Privacy  Act  Dis¬ 
closure  Accounting  Request,”  “Privacy 
Act  Correction  Request,”  “Privacy  Act 
Appeal — Denial  of  Access,”  “Privacy  Act 
Correction  Appeal,”  and  “Privacy  Act 
Statement  of  Disagreement.”  Paragraphs 
§  9.8(a)  and  9.11(a),  which  pertain  to 
requests  under  the  Freedom  of  Informa¬ 
tion  Act,  also  require  appropriate  legends 
on  the  envelope  or  letter. 

The  legends  are  intended  to  facilitate 
prompt  handling  of  requests  under  the 
Privacy  Act  of  1974  and  the  Freedom  of 
Information  Act. 

The  amendments  of  §  §  9.53  ( b) ,  9.65  <  b) , 
9.66(b),  9.67(a),  9.8<a),  and  9.11(a)  set 
forth  below  suggest  that  these  legends 
be  placed  on  the  envelope  or  letter,  but 
make  it  clear  that  the  use  of  such  legends 
is  not  mandatory.  Language  is  added  to 
§§  9.53(b),  9.65(b),  9.66(b),  and  9.11(a), 
however,  to  provide  notice  that  a  request 
not  clearly  marked  on  the  envelope  and 
in  the  letter  will  be  deemed  not  to  have 
been  received  by  the  NRC  until  it  is 
actually  received  by  the  appropriate 
office  specified  in  10  CFR  Part  9. 

Paragraphs  9.65(b)  and  9.66(b)  are 
amended  as  set  forth  below  to  increase 
the  time  for  filing  appeals  from  denials 
of  access  to  records  and  denials  of  cor¬ 
rection  of  records,  to  60  working  days 
from  date  of  receipt  of  an  initial  deter¬ 
mination  denying  access  to  a  record  or  a 
refusal  to  amend  or  correct  a  record.  This 
is  not  a  mandatory  time  limit,  however, 
and  appeals  will  be  considered  if  filed 
after  the  60-day  period. 

Because  these  amendments  relate 
solely  to  minor  matters,  good  cause  exists 
for  omitting  notice  of  proposed  rule  mak¬ 
ing,  and  public  procedure  thereon,  as  un¬ 
necessary,  and  for  making  the  amend¬ 
ments  effective  May  20,  1976. 

Pursuant  to  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of 
1954,  as  amended,  the  Energy  Reorgani¬ 
zation  Act  of  1974,  as  amended,  and  sec¬ 
tions  552,  552a,  and  553  of  Title  5  of  the 
United  States  Code,  the  following  amend¬ 
ments  to  Title  10,  Chapter  I,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  Part  9,  are  pub¬ 
lished  as  a  document  subject  to  codifica¬ 
tion. 


(a)  *  *  *  The  request  should  clearly 
state  on  the  envelope  and  in  the  letter 
that  it  is  a  “Freedom  of  Information  Act 
request”.  •  •  • 

2.  In  §9.11,  paragraph  (a)  is  revised 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  9.11  Appeal  from  initial  determina¬ 
tion. 

(a)  Except  as  provided  in  §  9.15,  a  re¬ 
quester  may  within  30  days  of  receipt 
of  a  notice  of  denial  of  the  request  for 
records  pursuant  to  this  subpart  appeal 
such  denial  to  the  Executive  Director  for 
Operations.  The  appeal  shall  be  in  writ¬ 
ing,  addressed  to  the  Executive  Director 
for  Operations,  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20555, 
and  should  clearly  state  on  the  envelope 
and  in  the  letter,  that  it  is  an  “Appeal 
from  Initial  FOIA  Decision.”  An  appeal 
that  is  not  so  marked  will  be  deemed  not 
to  have  been  received  by  the  NRC  until 
it  is  actually  received  by  the  Executive 
Director  for  Operations. 

*  •  *  •  * 

3.  In  §  9.53,  paragraph  <b)  is  revised  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  9.53  Requests:  Huh  and  where  pre¬ 
sented.  , 

*  *  *  *  # 

(b)  All  written  requests  shall  be  made 
to  the  Director,  Office  of  Administration, 
U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20555,  and  should 
clearly  state  on  the  envelope  and  in  the 
letter,  as  appropriate:  "Privacy  Act  Re¬ 
quest,”  “Privacy  Act  Disclosure  Account¬ 
ing  Request,”  “Privacy  Act  Correction 
Request.”  A  request  that  is  not  so  marked 
will  be  deemed  not  to  have  been  received 
by  the  NRC  until  it  is  actually  received 
by  the  Director,  Office  of  Administration. 

*  •  •  •  • 

4.  In  §  9.65,  paragraph  <b)  is  revised 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  9.65  Across  determinations:  appeals. 

*  •  •  *  • 

(b)  Appeals  from  denials  of  access. 
If  an  individual  has  been  denied  access 
to  a  record  the  individual  may  request  a 
final  review  and  determination  of  his 
request  by  the  Executive  Director  for 
Operations.  A  request  for  final  review  of 
an  initial  determination  should  be  filed 
within  60  working  days  of  the  receipt  of 
the  initial  determination,  shall  be  in 
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Title  13 — Business  Credit  and  Assistance 

CHAPTER  I — SMALL  dUSINESS 
ADMINISTRATION 

X  Amendment  3] 

PART  115— SURETY  BOND  GUARANTEE 
Correction 

The  document  appearing  at  page  16549 
in  the  Federal  Register  of  April  20, 1976, 
should  have  been  identified  as  Amend¬ 
ment  3  to  Part  115 — Surety  Bond  Guar¬ 
antee. 

The  omission  should  be  added  as  the 
Agency  document  designation. 

Dated:  May  11, 1976. 

Dorothy  S.  Levy, 
Federal  Register  Liaison  Officer. 

(FR  Doc.76-14702  filed  5-19-76:6:45  am] 

Title  14 — Aeronautics  and  Space 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL  AVIATION  ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION 

[Docket  No.  15713:  Arndt.  39-2618] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 

Domier  GmbH  Models  Do  28  D  and 
Do  28  D-l  Airplanes 

There  have  been  reports  of  the  elevator 
trim  drive  chain  jumping  oS  the  eleva¬ 
tor  trim  sprocket  on  Domier  Model  Do 
28  airplanes  that  could  have  resulted  in 
a  loss  of  elevator  trim  control.  Since  this 
condition  is  likely  to  exist  or  develop  in 
other  airplanes  of  the  same  type  design, 
an  airworthiness  directive  is  being  issued 
which  requires  replacement  of  the  exist¬ 
ing  chain  guard  with  a  new  chain  guard 
with  slip-off  protection  and  the  installa¬ 
tion  of  a  chain  guide  on  certain  Domier 
Model  Do  28  D  and  Do  28  D-l  airplanes. 

Since  a  situation  exists  that  requires 
the  immediate  adoption  of  this  regula¬ 
tion.  it  is  found  that  notice  and  public 
procedure  hereon  are  impracticable  and 
good  cause  exists  for  making  this  amend¬ 
ment  effective  in  less  than  30  days. 

(Sec.  313(a) ,  601,  and  603  Federal  Aviation 
Act  o<  1966  (4#  US.C.  1354(a).  1421,  and 
1423)  sec.  6(c)  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion  Act  (49  US.C.  1655(c) ) .) 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (14  CFR  11.89) , 
}  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  is  amended  by  adding  the 
following  new  airworthiness  directive: 

Dorn  hr  GmbH.  Applies  to  Model  DO  28  D 
and  DO  28  D-l  airplanes,  certificated  In  aU 
categories,  aerial  numbers  0401,  4002 

through  4035,  and  4040  through  4049. 
Compliance  is  required  within  the  next 
100  hours  time  in  service  after  the  effective 
date  of  this  AD,  unless  already  accomplished. 

To  prevent  the  possible  leas  of  elevator 
trim  control,  replace  the  elevator  trim  chain 
guard  with  a  new  chain  guard  with  slip-off 
protection  and  Install  a  chain  guide  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  “Procedure"  section  of 
Dornler  Service  BuUetln  No.  1034-1403,  dated 


February  21,  1972,  or  an  FAA -approved 
equivalent. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
June  3, 1976. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  May  13, 
1976. 

J.  A.  Ferrarebe, 

Acting  Director, 
Flight  Standards  Service. 

|FR  Doc.76-14661  Filed  6-19-76:8:45  am] 


[Airworthiness  Docket  No.  76-8W-29:  Arndt. 

39-2609] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVE 
Fairchild  Model  F-27  Aircraft 

A  report  has  indicated  the  inadvertent 
opening  of  the  large  cargo  door  incor¬ 
porated  into  Fairchild  FH-227  type  air¬ 
planes.  This  door  installation  is  also  in¬ 
corporated  into  Fairchild  F-27  type  air¬ 
planes.  Inasmuch  as  this  deficiency  can 
develop  in  airplanes  of  similar  type  de¬ 
signs.  an  airworthiness  directive  is  being 
issued  which  will  require  a  more  positive 
means  of  lock  engagement  and  retention. 
Because  the  deficiency  is  one  which  re¬ 
quires  immediate  adoption  of  this  regu¬ 
lation,  it  is  found  that  notice  and  public 
procedure  hereon  are  impracticable  and 
good  cause  exists  for  making  this  amend¬ 
ment  effective  in  less  than  30  days. 

Fairchild.  Applies  to  all  F-27  airplanes  in¬ 
corporating  the  outward  opening  large 
cargo  door  installed  In  accordance  with 
STC  No.  SA932SW. 

Compliance  required  within  the  next  300 
hours'  or  30  days’  time  in  service,  whichever 
occurs  first,  after  the  effective  date  of  this 
AD  unless  already  accomplished. 

To  prevent  inadvertent  opening  of  the 
large  cargo  door  in  flight,  accomplish  the 
alteration  in  paragraph  2,  Accomplishment 
Instructions,  in  Fairchild  Service  Bulletin 
F2 7-5 2-31  dated  January  8,  1976,  for  F-27 
airplanes  or  an  equivalent,  alteration  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Chief,  Engineering  and  Manu¬ 
facturing  Branch,  Federal  Aviation  Admin¬ 
istration,  Southwest  Region. 

Tills  amendment  becomes  effective 
June  14, 1976. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  and  603  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1354(a),  1421,  and 
1423)  Sec.  6(c)  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion  Act  (40  U.S.C.  1656(c)).) 

Issued  in  Fort  Worth,  Texas,  on  May 
7,  1976. 

Henry  L.  Newman, 
Director,  Southivest  Region. 
[FR  Doc.76-14658  Filed  5-  19-76;  8: 45  am] 


(Airworthiness  Docket  No.  76-WE-6-AD; 
Arndt.  39-2611] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 
Hughes  269  Series  Helicopters 

There  has  been  a  bond  failure  In  the 
Lateral  Cyclic  Trim  Control  Assembly. 
P/N  269A7316-9,  on  Hughes  Model  269 
Series  helicopter  that  resulted  In  a  re¬ 
striction  of  the  right  lateral  cyclic  con¬ 
trol.  The  bond  failure  between  the  289 A  - 


7142  tube  and  the  269A7318-1  housing  of 
the  trim  control  assembly  will  result  in  a 
restriction  of  the  right  lateral  cyclic 
control  with  hazardous  degradation  of 
the  primary  right  lateral  control  of  the 
helicopter.  Since  this  condition  is  likely 
to  exist  or  develop  In  other  lateral  cyclic 
trim  assemblies  of  the  same  design,  an 
airworthiness  directive  is  being  issued  to 
require  a  one-time  Inspection  of  the 
structural  bond  between  the  269A7142 
tube  and  the  269A7318-1  housing  of  the 
lateral  cyclic  trim  control  assemblies. 

Since  a  situation  exists  that  requires 
immediate  adoption  of  this  regulation,  it 
is  found  that  notice  and  public  procedure 
hereon  are  impracticable  and  good  cause 
exists  for  making  this  amendment  effec¬ 
tive  in  less  than  30  days. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (31  FR  13697), 
§  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Regulations  is  amended  by  adding 
the  following  new  airworthiness  direc¬ 
tive: 

Hughes  Helicopters.  Applies  to  Hughes 
Model  269  series  helicopters  equipped  with 
P/N  260A7316-3.  -5,  -7.  -9.  or  -11  cyoUe 
trim  control  assembly,  certificated  In  aU 
categories.  Including  military  TH-55A. 

Compliance  required  as  Indicated. 

To  prevent  the  restriction  of  right  lateral 
cyclic  control  which  will  result  In  the  loss  of 
right  lateral  control  of  the  helicopter,  accom¬ 
plish  the  following: 

(a)  Within  the  next  25  hours  time  In 
service  after  the  effective  date  of  this  AD, 
unless  already  accomplished; 

(1)  Remove  the  lateral  cyclic  trim  control 
assembly  from  the  helicopter  In  accordance 
with  Hughes  269  Helicopter  Basic  Handbook 
of  Maintenance  Instructions  and  inspect  the 
structural  bond  for  any  slippage  between  the 
269  A7 142  tube  and  the  269A7318-1  housing 
of  the  269A7316-3,  -5,  -7,  -0.  or  -11  Lateral 
Cyclic  Trim  Control  Assembly.  The  Inspec¬ 
tion  of  the  bond  consist  of  applying  a  75  to 
80  pound  load  to  the  289A7142  tube  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  Hughes  Service  Information 
Notice  No.  N-138,  dated  April  30.  1976  or 
later  FAA-approved  revision. 

(2)  Those  assemblies  with  no  slippage  may 
be  reinstalled  per  Hughes  269  Helioopter 
Basic  Handbook  of  Maintenance  Instructions. 

(3)  Those  assemblies  with  slippage,  repair 
per  Hughes  Service  Information  Notice  No. 
N-138,  dated  April  30,  1976  or  later  FAA- 
approved  revision  or  replace  with  a  service¬ 
able  part  prior  to  further  flight. 

(b)  After  the  effective  date  of  this  AD. 
Inspect  and  repair.  If  necessary,  the  lateral 
cyclic  trim  control  assembly  in  spare  Inven¬ 
tory  per  Hughes  Service  Information  Notice 
No.  N-138,  dated  April  30.  1976  or  later  FAA- 
approved  revision  on  or  prior  to  installation 
on  a  helicopter. 

(e)  Equivalent  Inspections  and  repair  may 
be  approved  by  the  Chief,  Aircraft  Engineer¬ 
ing  Division,  Western  Region. 

Note. — For  the  requirements  regarding  the 
listing  of  compliance  and  method  of  com¬ 
pliance  with  this  AD  in  the  ro  toe  raft  main¬ 
tenance  record,  see  FAR  01.173. 

(d)  Ro  tore  raft  may  be  flown  to  a  bass  for 
accomplishment  of  the  Inspections  required 
by  this  AD  per  PAR'S  21.197  and  21.199. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
May  21, 1976. 
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(Secs.  313(a),  801  and  603  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1068  (49  UB.C.  1354(a),  1421,  and 
1423)  Sec.  6(c)  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)  )  .) 

Issued  In  Los  Angeles,  California  on 
May  7, 1976. 

Lynn  L.  Hink, 

Acting  Director, 

FAA  Western  Region. 

[Fit  Doc.76-14657  Filed  5-19-76; 8:45  am) 


[Airworthiness  Docket  No.  76-SW-32, 
Arndt.  39-2607] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 

Mooney  Models  M20C,  M20E,  and  M20F 
Airplanes 

There  have  been  failures  of  the  fuel 
pressure  warning  switch  on  Mooney 
Models  M20C,  M20E,  and  M20F  airplanes 
that  resulted  in  fuel  leaking  from  the 
switch  into  the  area  behind  the  instru¬ 
ment  panel.  Since  this  condition  is  likely 
to  exist  or  develop  in  other  airplanes  of 
the  same  type  design,  an  airworthiness 
directive  is  being  issued  to  require  re¬ 
moval  of  the  pressure  switch.  The  fuel 
pressure  warning  switch  is  not  a  required 
item  of  equipment. 

Since  a  situation  exists  which  requires 
immediate  adoption  of  this  regulation,  it 
is  found  that  notice  and  public  procedure 
hereon  are  impracticable,  and  good  cause 
exists  for  making  this  amendment  effec¬ 
tive  in  less  than  30  days. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (31  FR  13697), 
§  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  is  amended  by  adding  the 
following  new  airworthiness  directive: 

Mooney:  Applies  to  Models  M20C  (Serial 

Numbers  20-0010,  20-1147  through  20- 

1172),  M20E  (Serial  Numbers  21-0038,  21- 

1161  through  21-1181),  and  M20F  (Serial 

Numbers  22-1179  through  22-1272)  air¬ 
planes  certificated  in  all  eategevies. 

Compliance  required  within  the  next  ten 
hours’  time  in  service  after  the  effective  date 
of  this  airworthiness  directive  unless  already 
accomplished. 

To  prevent  fuel  from  leaking  In  the  cabin 
as  a  result  of  a  cracked  diaphragm  In  the  low 
fuel  pressure  switch,  accomplish  the  follow¬ 
ing: 

(a)  Remove  the  low  fuel  pressure  warning 
system  In  accordance  with  Mooney  Service 
Bulletin  Number  M20-193A  dated  AprU  1, 
1976,  or  later  FAA  approved  revision.  A  copy 
of  this  Service  Bulletin  can  be  obtained  from 
Mooney  Aircraft  Corporation,  Box  72,  Kerr- 
ville,  Texas  78028. 

(b)  Any  alternative  equivalent  method  of 
compliance  with  this  airworthiness  directive 
must  be  approved  by  the  Chief,  Engineering 
and  Manufacturing  Branch,  Flight  Standards 
Division,  Southwest  Region,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
May  19, 1976. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  and  603  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1968  (49  U.S.C.  1354(a).  1421,  and 
1423)  Sec.  6(c)  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion  Act  (49  UB.C.  1655(c)).) 

Issued  In  Fort  Worth,  Texas  on  May  4, 
1976. 

Henry  L.  Newman, 

Director,  Southwest  Region. 

[FR  Doc .76-14660  Filed  5-19-76; 8: 45  am] 

FEDERAL 


[Docket  No.  76-EA-30;  Arndt.  39-2613) 
PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVE 
Piper  Aircraft 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
is  amending  8  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to  is¬ 
sue  an  airworthiness  directive  applicable 
to  Piper  PA-31  type  airplane. 

There  have  been  reports  of  improper 
wing  flap  operation  on  the  subject  air¬ 
craft  which  has  resulted  in  asymetrical 
flap  positioning.  The  deficiency  has  been 
determined  to  result  from  excessive  wear 
in  the  wing  flap  transmission. 

Since  this  deficiency  can  exist  or  de¬ 
velop  in  airplanes  of  similar  type  design, 
an  airworthiness  directive  is  being  issued 
which  will  require  repetitive  inspections 
and  repair  where  necessary. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing  and  because 
the  deficiency  is  one  which  affects  air 
safety,  notice  and  public  procedure  here¬ 
on  are  impractical  and  good  cause  exists 
for  making  the  amendment  effective  in 
less  than  30  days. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator,  14  CFR  11.89 
[31  FR  136971  §  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is  amended 
by  issuing  a  new  Airworthiness  Directive 
as  follows: 

Piper  Aircraft  Corp.  Applies  to  all  PA-31 

Series  airplanes,  certificated  In  all 

categories. 

Compliance  with  paragraph  a.  required 
within  100  hours  In  service  after  the  effective 
date  of  this  AD,  unless  already  accomplished. 
Compliance  with  paragraph  b.  required  with¬ 
in  the  next  25  hours  in  service  after  the  ef¬ 
fective  date  of  this  AD  for  airplanes  having 
500  or  more  hours  in  service,  and  within 
the  next  100  hours  In  service  for  all  other 
airplanes,  unless  already  accomplished,  and 
thereafter  at  Intervals  not  to  exceed  100 
hMN  tm  service  fim  the  last  hwpeetAo*,  ter 
all  airplanes. 

a  To  detect  and  correct  improper  flap 
flexible  drive  shaft  connections,  accomplish 
the  "Instructions”  of  Section  I  of  Piper 
Service  Bulletin  404,  dated  Apil  21,  1976. 

b.  To  detect  exoesslve  wear  which  could 
cause  failure  of  the  flaps  to  operate  prop¬ 
erly,  accomplish  the  Inspection,  and  rework 
or  replacement  where  necessary,  of  the  wing 
flap  transmission  assembly,  P/N’s  489380, 
489381,  489418,  or  489419,  described  In  the 
“Instructions”  of  Section  2  of  Piper  Service 
Bulletin  494,  dated  April  21,  1976,  or  an 
equivalent  procedure  approved  by  the  Chief, 
Engineering  and  Manufacturing  Branch, 
FAA,  Eastern  Region. 

This  amendment  is  effective  May  21, 
1976. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601  and  603  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958  [49  UB.C.  1354(a),  1421 
and  1423),  and  section  6(c)  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation  Act  [49  UB.C. 
1655(c)].) 

Issued  in  Jamaica,  N.Y.,  on  May  7, 
1976. 

L.  J.  Cardin  ali, 

Acting  Director, 
Eastern  Region. 

[FR  Doc.76-14659  Filed  6-19-76;8:45  am] 
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[Airworthiness  Docket  No.  76-WE-l  AD; 

Arndt.  39-2600] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 

McDonnell  Douglas  Model  DC-8  Senes 
Airplane 

Correction 

FR  Doc.  76-13143  which  appeared  at 
page  18649  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
Thursday,  May  6,  1976  was  published  in 
the  wrong  format.  The  document  is  re¬ 
published  as  follows : 

Amendment  39-2522  (41  FJt.  7937), 
AD  76-04-04,  requires  initial  and  repeti¬ 
tive  inspections  of  the  wing  front  spar 
lower  cap  on  McDonnell  Douglas  DC-8 
Series  airplanes  and  replacement  of  a 
section  of  the  spar  cap  if  cracked.  Since 
the  issuance  of  Amendment  39-2522,  the 
manufacturer  has  issued  Service  Bulletin 
57-82  which  provides  instructions  for 
preventative  rework  of  those  spar  caps 
which  do  not  have  cracks.  The  preventa¬ 
tive  rework  improves  the  fatigue  life  of 
the  spar  cap  to  such  an  extent  that  the 
repetitive  inspection  of  AD  76-04-04  may 
be  discontinued. 

The  manufacturer  has  also  developed  a 
repair  for  cracked  spars  if  the  cracks  are 
within  certain  specified  limits.  For  those 
airplanes  with  cracks  within  those  limits, 
the  spar  cap  may  be  repaired  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  Douglas  Service  Rework 
Drawing  5802723,  in  lieu  of  the  replace¬ 
ment  of  a  section  of  spar  per  the  Service 
Rework  Drawing  5802712  specified  in  AD 
76-04-04. 

Several  airlines  have  requested  an  ex¬ 
tension  of  the  initial  and  repetitive  in¬ 
spection  times  specified  in  AD  76-04-04, 
because  the  specified  times  would  require 
them  to  remove  airplanes  from  service  in 
order  to  meet  the  inspection  require¬ 
ments.  They  represent  that  the  inspec¬ 
tion  of  approximately  20%  of  the  fleet, 
most  aircraft  having  between  40,000  and 
55,000  hours  time  In  service,  without 
finding  any  an  sirs  Is  jnstifleattan  for  01- 
lewixtg  more  time  for  tho  reaaatatder  of 
the  fleet,  eensiettng  of  genee&Ry  lower 
time  airplane*.  The  FAA  agrees. 

Therefore,  AD  76-04-64  Is  being 
amended  to  provide  for  a  retanation  of 
inspection  times  and  the  rework  and  re¬ 
pair  provisions  of  the  above  Service 
Bulletin  and  Service  Rework  Drawing. 

Since  this  amendment  provides  alter¬ 
native  means  of  compliance  and  imposes 
no  additional  burden  on  any  person,  no¬ 
tice  and  public  procedure  hereon  are  un¬ 
necessary  and  the  amendment  may  be 
made  effective  in  less  than  30  days. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (31  F.R.  13697) , 
§  39.13  of  Part  39  of  tho  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations,  Amendment  39-2522  (41 
F.R.  7937),  AD  76-04-04,  is  amended  as 
follows: 

1.  By  amending  paragraph  (a)  to 
read: 

“(a)  For  those  airplanes  which  have  had 
the  original  17  Interference  fit  fasteners  re¬ 
placed  that  attach  the  #1  and  #14  pylon 
cant  bulkhead  shear  clips  to  the  wing  lower 
spar  cap  forward  flange,  comply  with  Para¬ 
graph  (c)  within  the  next  1600  hours  time 
in  service  after  the  effective  date  of  this 
AD  or  before  the  accumulation  of  30,000 
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hours  total  time  in  service,  whichever  occurs 
later,  unless  accomplished  within  the  last 
2600  hours  time  in  service,  and  thereafter  at 
intervals  not  to  exceed  4200  hours  time  In 

service." 

2.  By  amending  paragraph  (b)  to 
read: 

"(b)  For  those  airplanes  which  have  not 
had  the  original  17  interference  lit  fasteners 
replaced  that  attach  the  #1  and  #4  pylon 
cant  bulkhead  shear  clips  to  the  wing  lower 
spar  cap  forward  flange,  comply  with  Para¬ 
graph  (c)  within  the  next  3200  hours  time  in 
service  after  the  effective  date  erf  this  AO  or 
before  the  accumulation  of  30.000  hours  total 
time  in  service,  whichever  occurs  later,  unless 
accomplished  within  the  last  1000  hours  time 
in  service,  and  thereafter  at  Intervals  not  to 
exceed  4200  hours  time  In  service." 

3.  By  amending  paragraph  (d>  to 
read: 

“(d)  If  cracks  are  found  which  are  limited 
to  the  lower  forward  horizontal  tang  and 
have  not  progressed  aft  Into  the  lower  aft 
tang  or  vertical  leg  of  the  cap,  repair  before 
further  flight  in  accordance  with  DC-8  Serv¬ 
ice  Bulletin  67-82  dated  March  17,  1976,  or 
later  PAA-approved  revisions,  or  DC-8  Serv¬ 
ice  Rework  Drawing  5802723,  or  an  equivalent 
approved  by  the  Chief.  Aircraft  Engineering 
Division,  PAA  Western  Region.  If  cracks  are 
found  which  exceed  the  above  limits,  repair 
before  further  flight  In  accordance  with  DC- 
8  Service  Rework  Drawing  6802712,  Revision 
“B”  or  an  equivalent  approved  by  the  Chief, 
Aircraft  Engineering  Division,  FAA  Western 
Region." 

4.  By  adding  a  new  paragraph  (f)  to 
read: 

"(f)  The  repetitive  Inspections  required  by 
Paragraphs  (a)  or  (b)  may  be  discontinued 
for  those  airplanes  which  have  Incorporated 
the  preventative  rework.  Involving  stress 
coining  of  the  fasteners  holes  and  Installa¬ 
tion  of  Interference  fit  fasteners  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  either  Service  Rework  Drawing 
5802712.  Revision  "B".  or  Service  Rework 
Drawing  6802723.  or  McDonnell  Douglas  DC- 
•  Service  Bulletin  67-82,  dated  March  17, 
1878,  or  later  PAA-approved  revisions,  or  in 
accordance  with  an  equivalent  rework 
method  approved  by  the  Chief,  Aircraft  En¬ 
ginering  Division.  PAA  Western  Region." 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
May  13, 1976. 

(Sees.  812(a).  601.  and  602  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1868  (48  U.S.C.  1354(a).  1421, 
and  1423)  and  of  Section  8(c)  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation  Act  (49  UJ3.C.  1655 

(o))4 

Issued  in  Los  Angeles,  California  on 
•  April  27. 19T8. 

Robert  H.  Stanton, 

Director. 

FAA  Western  Region. 

(PR Doe 76-13143  Plied  5-4-76; 8:4*  am] 


<(  Airspace  Docket  No.  76-OL-l] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Oeskgnsftian  of  Tranoifeion  Ares 
On  pace  4291  of  the  Federal  Register 


dated  January  29,  1976,  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration  published  a 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making  which 
would  amend  8  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to 
designate  a  transition  area  at  Oconto, 
Wisconsin. 

Interested  persons  were  given  30  days 
to  submit  written  comments,  suggestions 
or  objections  regarding  the  proposed 
amendment. 

No  objections  have  been  received  and 
the  proposed  amendment  Is  hereby 
adopted  without  change  and  is  set  forth 
below. 

This  amendment  shall  be  effective  0901 
GMT.  July  15, 1976. 

(Section  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1968  (49  UB.C.  1348),  and  of  Section  6(c) 
of  the  Department  of  Transportation  Act 
(49  U.S.C.  1655(c)).) 

Issued  in  Des  Plaines,  Illinois  on 
April  27,'1976. 

John  M.  Cyrocki, 
Director,  Great  Lakes  Region. 

In  §  71.181  (41  FR  440),  the  following 
transition  area  is  added : 

Oconto,  Wisconsin 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  6-mile  radius 
of  the  Oconto  Municipal  Airport  (latitude 
44°52'00"  N.,  longitude  87°54'30"  W.);  and 
within  3  miles  each  side  of  the  260*  bearing 
from  the  Oconto  Airport,  extending  from  the 
5-mile  radius  area  to  8  miles  west  of  the  air¬ 
port. 

[FR  Doc.76-14597  Filed  5-19-76:8:45  am] 


(Airspace  Docket  No.  76-GL-S] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 

POINTS 

Designation  of  Transition  Area 

On  page  9369  of  the  Federal  Register 
dated  March  4,  1976,  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration  published  a  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rule  Making  which  would 
amend  8  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to  designate 
a  transition  area  at  Waupaca,  Wisconsin. 

Interested  persons  were  given  30  days 
to  submit  written  comments,  suggestions 
or  objections  regarding  the  proposed 
amendment. 

No  objections  have  been  received  and 
the  proposed  amendment  Is  hereby 
adopted  without  change  and  is  set  forth 
below. 

This  amendment  shall  be  affective  0901 
Gmt,  July  15, 1976. 

(Section  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Avl&tloa  Act 
of  1868  (48  UJ3.C.  1348).  and  of  Section  6(c) 
of  the  Department  of  Transportation  Act 
(«B  UJ3.C.  1666(c)  J 

Issued  In  Des  Plaines,  Illinois  on  April 
27, 1976. 

John  M.  Cyrocki, 

Director,  Great  Lakes  Region. 


In  §  71.181  (41  FJL  440),  the  following 
transition  area  is  added: 

Waupaca,  Wisconsin 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  5-mlle  radius 
of  the  Waupaca  Municipal  Airport  (latitude 
44*20'02"  N„  longitude  89*00'61"  W  );  and 
within  3  miles  each  side  of  the  118*  bearing 
from  the  airport,  extending  from  the  5-mlle 
radius  area  to  8  miles  southeast  of  the  air¬ 
port. 

[FR  Doc, 76-14598  FUed  5-19-76;8:45  am] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  76-GL-6] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 

POINTS 

Alteration  of  Transition  Area 

On  page  11323  of  the  Federal  Register 
dated  March  18,  1976,  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration  published  a  Notice 
of  Proposed  Rule  Making  which  would 
amend  §  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to  alter  the 
transition  area  at  Fergus  Falls,  Minne¬ 
sota. 

Interested  persons  were  given  thirty 
days  to  submit  written  comments,  sug¬ 
gestions,  or  objections  regarding  the  pro¬ 
posed  amendment. 

No  objections  have  been  received  and 
the  proposed  amendment  is  hereby 
adopted  without  change  and  is  set  forth 
below. 

This  amendment  shall  be  effective  0901 
GMT,  July  15, 1976. 

(Section  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348),  and  of  Section  6(c) 
of  the  Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49 
UJ9.C.  1655(c)).) 

Issued  in  Des  Plaines,  Illinois  on  April 
27, 1976. 

John  M.  Cyrocki. 

Director,  Great  Lakes  Region. 

In  §  71.181  (41  FR  440) .  the  following 
transition  area  is  amended  to  read: 

Fergus  Falls,  Minnesota 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from 
700'  above  the  surface  within  a  6% -mile 
radius  of  Fergus  Falls  Municipal  Airport 
(latitude  46*I7'15*'  N„  longitude  96°09'45'* 
W.);  within  3  miles  each  side  of  the  187* 
bearing  from  the  airport,  extending  from  the 
6  ^ -mile  radius  area  to  8  miles  south  of  the 
airport;  and  within  3  pities  each  side  of  the 
343*  (bearing  from  the  airport),  extending 
from  the  6  Vi -mile  radius  area  to  8  miles 
northwest  of  the  airport. 

[FR  Doc.76-14699  FUed  5-19  -75,8:45  am] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  76-EA-17] 


PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 


Alteration  of  Control  Zone  and  Transition 
Area 


I 


On  page  12902  of  the  Federal  Register 
for  March  29,  1976.  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  published  a  proposed 
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rule  which  would  alter  the  Allentown, 
Pa.,  Control  Zone  (41  FR  357)  and  Tran¬ 
sition  Area  (41  FR  443) . 

Interested  parties  were  given  30  days 
after  publication  in  which  to  submit 
written  data  or  views.  No  objections  to 
the  proposed  regulations  have  been  re¬ 
ceived. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  the  proposed 
regulation  is  hereby  adopted,  effective 
0901  GMT  July  15, 1976. 

(Section  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1968  (79  Stat.  749;  49  UJ3.C.  1348),  and 
section  6(c)  of  the  Department  of  Trans¬ 
portation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1666(C)  )  .) 

Issued  in  Jamaica,  N.Y.,  on  May  4, 
1976. 

Louis  J.  Cardinali, 
Acting  Director, 
Eastern  Region. 


1.  Amend  Section  71.171  of  Part  71  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  by 
adding  the  following  to  the  description 
of  the  Allentown,  Pa.  control  zone: 
“within  3  miles  each  side  of  the  Allen- 
town-Bethlehem-Easton  Airport  local¬ 
izer  northwest  course,  extending  from 
the  localizer  to  8.5  miles  northwest  of 
the  OM." 

2.  Amend  Section  71.181  of  Part  71  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  by 
adding  the  following  to  the  description 
of  the  Allentown,  Pa.  transition  area: 
“within  4.5  miles  northeast  and  6.5  miles 
southwest  of  the  Allentown-Bethlehem- 
E  as  ton  Airport  localizer  northwest 
course,  extending  from  the  OM  to  11.5 
miles  northwest  of  the  OM" 

[FR  Doc.76-14600  Filed  5-19-76:8:45  am] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  76-GL-4] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Designation  of  Federal  Airways 

On  March  11,  1976,  a  Notice  of  Pro¬ 
posed  Rule  Making  (NPRM)  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (41  FR 
10447)  stating  that  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration  (FAA)  was  consid¬ 
ering  an  amendment  to  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  that  would 
designate  a  VOR  Federal  Airway  from 
Fort  Dodge,  Iowa,  to  Mankato,  Minn. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  through  the  submis¬ 
sion  of  comments.  All  comments  received 
were  favorable. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
Is  amended,  effective  0901  GMT,  July  15, 
1976,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

Section  71.123  (41  FR  307)  Is  amended 
to  add  the  following: 

V-466  From  Fort  Dodge,  lows,  to  Mankato, 
Minn. 


(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a) )  and  Sec.  6(c)  of  the 
Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.8.C. 
1665(c)).) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  May  11, 
1976. 

Edward  J.  Malo, 
Acting  Chief,  Airspace  and 
Air  Traffic  Rules  Division. 

[FR  Doc.76-14459  Filed  5-19-76:8:45  am] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  76— CE— 1  ] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 

POINTS 

Alteration  of  Federal  Airways 

On  March  4,  1976,  a  Notice  of  Pro¬ 
posed  Rule  Making  (NPRM)  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (41  FR 
9371)  stating  that  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA)  was  considering 
an  amendment  to  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  that  would  limit 
several  airways  to  the  airspace  below 
8,000  feet  MSL  in  the  vicinity  of  Farm¬ 
ington.  Mo.  during  certain  times. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  through  the  submis¬ 
sion  of  comments.  The  only  comment  re¬ 
ceived  expressed  no  objection. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is 
amended,  effective  0901  GMT,  July  15, 
1976,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

Section  71.123  (41  FR  307)  is  amended 
as  follows: 

(a)  In  V-72  “The  airspace  at  and 
above  8,000  feet  MSL  between  Maples 
and  Farmington  is  excluded  during  the 
time  that  the  Meramec  Military  Opera¬ 
tions  Area  is  activated  by  NOTAM.”  is 
added. 

(b)  In  V-88  “The  airspace  at  and 
above  8,000  feet  MSL  between  Vichy  and 
the  INT  Vichy  091*  and  St.  Louis,  Mo., 
171*  radials  is  excluded  during  the  time 
that  the  Meramec  Military  Operations 
Area  is  activated  by  NOTAM.’’  is  added. 

(c)  In  V-175  “The  airspace  at  and 
above  8,000  feet  MSL  from  43  miles 
northwest  of  Malden  to  Vichy  is  ex¬ 
cluded  during  the  time  that  the  Mer¬ 
amec  Military  Operations  Area  is  acti¬ 
vated  by  NOTAM.”  is  added. 

(d)  In  V-178  “The  airspace  at  and 
above  8,000  feet  MSL  between  Vichy  and 
Farmington  is  excluded  during  the  time 
that  the  Meramec  Military  Operations 
Area  is  activated  by  NOTAM.”  is  added. 

(e)  In  V-190  ‘"The  airspace  at  and 
above  8,000  feet  MSL  between  Maples 
and  Farmington  is  excluded  during  the 
time  that  the  Meramec  Military  Opera¬ 
tions  Area  is  activated  by  NOTAM.”  is 
added. 

(f)  In  V-2S4  ‘The  airspace  at  and 
above  8,000  feet  MSL  between  Vichy  and 
the  INT  of  Vichy  091*  and  8t.  Louis,  Mo., 
171*  radials  is  excluded  during  the  time 
that  the  Meramec  Military  Operations 
Area  is  activated  by  NOTAM.”  Is  added. 


(g)  In  V-238  “The  airspace  at  and 
above  8,000  feet  MSL  between  Maples 
and  the  INT  of  Maples  052*  and  Farm¬ 
ington,  Mo.,  327°  radials  is  excluded  dur¬ 
ing  the  time  that  the  Meramec  Military 
Operations  Area  is  activated  by 
NOTAM.”  is  added. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a) )  and  Sec.  6(c)  of  the 
Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C. 
1655(c)).) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  May  ?  2, 
1976. 

Edward  J.  Malo, 

Chief,  Airspace  and 
Air  Traffic  Rules  Division. 
|FR  Doc.76-14463  Filed  5-19-76:8:45  am] 


[  Airspace  Docket  No.  76-RM-3] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES*  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 

POINTS 

Extension  of  Fe|deral  Airway;  Correction 

On  March  4,  1976,  a  Notice  of  Pro¬ 
posed  Rule  Making  (NPRM)  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (41  FR 
9370)  stating  that  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA)  was  considering 
an  amendment  to  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  that  would  extend 
V-113  from  Butte,  Mont,  to  Lewis  town, 
Mont.,  via  Helena,  Mont  On  April  26, 
1976,  Federal  Register  Document  76- 
11923  concerning  this  NPRM  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (41  FR 
17372)  as  a  rule.  This  rule,  however,  in¬ 
advertently  omitted  the  amendatory 
language  required  to  change  Part  71.  The 
purpose  of  this  correction  to  FR  Docu¬ 
ment  76-11923  is  to  include  the  correct 
language  that  will  assure  the  action  nec¬ 
essary  to  amend  Part  71  as  proposed. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  Document  76-11923  is 
amended  by  deleting  all  after  the  first 
paragraph  and  substituting  the  following 
therefor: 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  through  the  submis¬ 
sion  of  comments.  Both  comments  re¬ 
ceived  expressed  no  objection. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is 
amended,  effective  0901  GMT,  July  15, 
1976,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

Section  71.123  (41  FR  307)  is  amended 
as  follows : 

In  V-113  “to  Butte,  Mont.”  Is  deleted  and 
“Butte,  Mont.;  Helena,  Mont.;  to  Lewtstown, 
Mont.”  is  substituted  therefor. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958  (49  U.S.G.  1348(a))  and  Seo.  6(c)  of  the 
Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49  T7.S.C. 
1665(c)).) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C,  on  May  11. 
1976. 

Edward  J.  Malo, 

Acting  Chief.  Airspace  and 
Air  Traffic  Rales  Division. 

[FR  Doc.76-14464  Filed  6-l»-7«;«:4S  am] 
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[Airspace  Docket  No.  75-GL  68] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 

POINTS 

Alteration  of  Federal  Airways 

On  March  4,  1976,  a  Notice  of  Pro¬ 
posed  Rule  Making  (NPRM)  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (41  FR 
9371)  stating  that  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA)  was  considering 
an  amendment  to  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  that  would  cap 
small  segments  of  airways  in  the  vicinity 
of  Alpena,  Mich. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  through  the  submis¬ 
sion  of  comments.  The  only  comment  re¬ 
ceived  expressed  no  objection. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is 
amended,  effective  0901  GMT,  July  15, 
1976,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

Section  71.123  (41  FR  307)  is  amended 
as  follows : 

1.  InV-45  “The  airspace  from  Alpena 
to  30  miles  north  of  Alpena  at  and  above 
10,000  feet  MSL  is  excluded  during  the 
time  that  the  Collins  Military  Opera¬ 
tions  Area  is  activated  by  NOTAM.”  is 
added. 

2.  In  V-78  “The  airspace  northeast 
of  the  Alpena  316s  radial  from  Alpena 
to  25  miles  north  of  Alpena  at  and  above 
10,000  feet  MSL  is  excluded  during  the 
time  that  the  Collins  Military  Operations 
Area  is  activated  by  NOTAM.’’  is  added. 

(Sec.  807(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958  (49  U8.C.  1348(a) )  and  Sec.  6(c)  of  the 
Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C. 
1656(0)).) 

^  Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  May  11, 
1976. 

k  Edward  J.  Malo, 

y  Acting  Chief,  Airspace  and 

Air  Traffic  Rules  Division. 
t  [FR  Doc.76- 14462  F»ed  5- 19-90;8:46  am) 
_ 

[Airspace  Docket  Ne.  76-EA-82J 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
v  AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 
,  POINTS 

Alteration  of  VOR  Federal  Airways 

On  March  4, 1976,  a  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rule  Making  (NPRM)  was  published  In 
the  Federal  Register  (41  FR  9369)  stat¬ 
ing  that  the  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  (FAA)  was  considering  an 
amendment  to  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  that  would  exclude 
the  airspace  from  10,000  feet  to  15,000 
feet  MSL  within  15  NM  of  Tidioute.  Pa., 
VORTAC  from  several  airways  during  the 
times  that  the  Youngstown  Military  Op¬ 
erations  Area  (MOA)  is  in  use. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  through  the  submis¬ 
sion  of  comments.  The  only  comment 
received  expressed  no  objection. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
is  amended,  effective  0901  G.m.t.,  July  15, 
1976,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

FEDERAL 


§  71.123  [Amended] 

Section  71.123  (41  FR  307,  10418)  is 
amended  as  follows : 

In  V-72,  V-115,  V-116,  V-126,  V-170, 
V-184  and  V-188,  “The  airspace  within 
a  15  NM  radius  of  Tidioute,  Pa.,  at  and 
above  10,000  feet  MSL  to  and  including 
15,000  feet  MSL  is  excluded  during  the 
times  that  the  Youngstown  Military  Area 
(MOA)  is  activated  by  NOTAM.’’  is 
added. 

(Sec.  307(a)  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(49  UJS.C.  1348(a))  and  Sec.  6(c)  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation  Act  (49  UJ9.C.  1665 
(c)).) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  May  13, 
1976. 

Edward  J.  Malo, 
Acting  Chief,  Airspace  and 
Air  Traffic  Rules  Division. 

[FR  Doc.76-14663  Filed  5-19-76:8:45  am] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  75-EA-53] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Alteration  of  VOR  Federal  Airways; 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  76-12030  appearing  on 
page  17878  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
April  29,  1976,  paragraph  (1.)  is  cor¬ 
rected  in  the  seventh  line  by  deleting  the 
figure  “185°”  and  substituting  “186*” 
therefor.  Also,  paragraph  (4.)  is  cor¬ 
rected  in  the  third  line  by  deleting  the 
figure  “005s”  and  substituting  “006s” 
therefor.  Also,  paragraph  (6.)  is  cor¬ 
rected  in  the  second  line  by  deleting 
“Norflok,  Va.,’  and  substituting  “Nor¬ 
folk,  Va.,”  therefor. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  May 
13,  1976. 

Edward  J.  Mrm>, 

Atrtwip  Chief,  Atrspaoe  and 
Air  Traffic  Rules  Division. 
[FR  Doe. 76- 14666  Filed  5-19-70j0f45  ami 


[Alwpace  Docket  No.  78-80-41] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Redesignation  of  Federal  Airways 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  is  to  renumber  the  airway  from 
Myrtle  Beach,  S.C.,  to  Ralelgh-Durham, 
N.C.,  and  to  reduce  the  ceiling  restric¬ 
tion  between  Myrtle  Beach  and  Fayette¬ 
ville,  N.C.,  from  a  71-mile  segment  to  a 
21 -mile  segment.  Because  this  action 
merely  renumbers  present  airway  seg¬ 
ments  and  reduces  an  altitude  restric¬ 
tion  it  is  a  minor  matter  on  which  the 
public  would  have  no  particular  desire  to 
comment.  Therefore,  notice  and  public 
procedure  thereon  are  unnecessary.  In 
order  to  provide  sufficient  time  for 
changes  to  be  depicted  on  appropriate 
charts,  this  amendment  will  be  made  ef¬ 
fective  July  15,  1976. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is 
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amended,  effective  0901  G.m.t.,  July  15, 
1976,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

§  71.123  [Amended] 

Section  71.123  (41  FR  307)  is  amended 
as  follows: 

In  V-39  all  before  “From  Pinehurst, 

jc  riplptori 

In  V-136  “Raleigh-Durham,  N.C.’’  is 
deleted  and  “Raleigh-Durham,  N.C.; 
Fayetteville,  N.C.;  to  Myrtle  Beach,  S.C. 
The  airspace  at  and  above  7,000  feet 
MSL  from  17-miles  south  to  38-miles 
south  of  Fayetteville  is  excluded  during 
the  time  that  the  Gamecock  A  Military 
Operations  Area  is  activated  by 
NOTAM.”  is  substituted  therefor. 

(Sec.  307(a)  Federal  Aviation  Act  1958  (49 
UJS.C.  1348(a) )  Sec.  6(c)  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)).) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  May  13. 
1976. 

Edward  J.  Malo, 

Acting  Chief,  Airspace  and 
Air  Traffic  Rules  Division. 
[FR  Doc.76-14662  Filed  6-19-76;8:45  am) 


[  Airspace  Docket  No.  70-80-47  ] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 

POINTS 

VOR  Federal  Airways  (NAVAID  Name) 
Change 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  is  to  change  the  name  of  the  Ander¬ 
son,  S.C.,  VORTAC  to  Electric  City,  S.C., 
VORTAC  wherever  it  appears  in  V-20,  V- 
35  and  V-311. 

On  March  8,  1976,  a  nonrulemaking 
circular  was  issued  proposing  to  change 
the  name  of  the  Anderson,  S.C.,  VOR¬ 
TAC.  The  reason  for  this  amendment  is 
the  fact  that  several  incidents  have  been 
recorded  where  pilots  have  mistaken  a 
clearance  via  Athene,  Ga.,  to  be  via 
Anderson  and  vice  versa.  Carsftfl  con¬ 
sideration  and  local  coordination  pre¬ 
ceded  the  selection  of  the  name  Electric 
City.  This  name  was  requested  by  Mr.  T. 
Ree  McCoy  who  is  Chairman  of  the 
Anderson  County  Airport  Commission. 

Because  this  action  merely  changes  the 
name  of  an  air  navigation  aid,  it  is  a 
minor  matter  on  which  the  public  would 
have  no  particular  desire  to  comment 
further.  Therefore,  notice  and  public 
procedure  thereon  are  unnecessary.  In 
order  to  provide  sufficient  time  for 
changes  to  be  depicted  on  appropriate 
charts,  this  amendment  will  be  made  ef¬ 
fective  on  July  15, 1976. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is 
amended,  effective  0901  G.m.t.,  July  15, 
1976,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

§  71.123  [Amended] 

Section  71.123  (41  FR  307)  is  amended 
as  follows; 

a.  In  V-20  “Anderson,  S.C.”  Is  deleted 
and  “Electric  City,  S.C.”  is  substituted 
therefor. 

b.  In  V-35  “Anderson,  S.C.”  Is  deleted 
and  “Electric  City,  8.C.”  Is  substituted 
therefor. 

20,  1976 
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c.  In  V-311  “Anderson.  SXJ.  274*  ra- 
dials;  Anderson;"  is  deleted  and  “Electric 
City,  S.C.,  274*  radials;  Electric  City;"  is 
substituted  therefor. 

(Sec.  307(a)  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49 
U.S.C.  1348(a))  Sec.  0(c)  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.O.  1655(c)).) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  May  13, 
1976. 

Edward  J.  Malo, 

Chief.  Airspace  and 
Air  Traffic  Rules  Division. 
(FR  Doc.76-14667  Filed  5-19-76;8:45  ami 


(Airspace  Docket  No.  76-SO-36] 

PART  73— SPECIAL  USE  AIRSPACE 
Designation  of  Restricted  Areas 

On  April  22, 1976,  a  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rule  Making  (NPRM)  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  (41  FR  16830) 
stating  that  the  Federal  Aviation  Admin¬ 
istration  (FAA)  was  considering  an 
amendment  to  Part  73  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  that  would  desig¬ 
nate  two  restricted  areas  near  Tyndall 
Air  Force  Base,  Fla.  The  restricted  areas 
wou?d  be  used  to  contain  BQM-34  drone 
aircraft  during  launch  and  recovery  op¬ 
erations.  The  Department  of  the  Air 
Force  Air  Defense  Weapons  Center 
(ADWC)  has  a  requirement  to  conduct 
these  operations  at  any  time.  Under  ad¬ 
verse  weather  conditions,  when  visual 
monitoring  of  the  drone  flight  is  limited, 
the  operations  would  constitute  a  hazard 
to  other  flight  activities. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  through  the  submis¬ 
sion  of  comments.  No  comments  were 
received. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  Part 
73  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
is  amended,  effective  0901  GMT,  July  15, 
1976,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

In  J  73.29  (41  FR  664)  the  following 
restricted  areas  are  added: 

R-2905A  Tyndall  AFB,  Fla. 

Boundaries.  Beginning  at  Let.  30*01*30" 
N„  Long.  86*32'30"  W.,  to  Lat.  30*01*15”  N.. 
Long.  86*30*00”  W..  to  Lat.  29*56*00”  N„ 
Long.  85*33*00”  W..  thence  3  nautical  mUes 
from  and  parallel  to  the  shoreline  to  Lat. 
29*69*00"  N„  Long.  85*36*30"  W.  to  point 
of  beginning. 

Designated  altitudes.  Surface  to  10,000 
feet  MSL. 

Time  of  designation.  Intermittent,  as  an¬ 
nounced  by  NOT  AM,  for  periods  of  approxi¬ 
mately  10  minutes  during  launch  or  re¬ 
covery. 

Controlling  agency.  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration,  Jacksonville  ARTC  Center. 

Using  agency.  Air  Defense  Weapons  Cen¬ 
ter,  Tyndall  AFB.  Fla. 

R-2906B  Tyndall  AFB,  Fla. 

Boundaries.  Beginning  at  tat.  30*01*15” 
N„  Long.  85*30*00*’  W_  to  Lat.  80*01*00”  N., 
Long.  85*27*00"  W  ,  to  Lat.  29*64*00”  N.. 
Long.  85*27*00”  W.,  thence  3  nautical  miles 
from  and  parallel  to  the  shoreline  to  Lat. 
29*66  00"  N..  Long.  85*33*00”  W„  to  point 
of  beginning. 

Designated  altitudes.  Surface  to  10,000 
feet  MSL. 

Time  of  designation.  Intermittent,  as  an¬ 
nounced  by  NOT  AM.  for  periods  of  approxi¬ 


mately  10  minutes  during  launch  or  re¬ 
covery. 

Controlling  agency.  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration.  Jacksonville  ARTO  Center. 

Using  agency.  Air  Defense  Weapons  Cen¬ 
ter,  Tyndall,  AFB,  Fla. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1968  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a) )  and  sec.  6(C)  of  the 
Department  of  Transportation  Aot  (49 
U.S.C.  1655(c)).) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  May 
11. 1976. 

Edward  J.  Malo, 

Acting  Chief,  Airspace  and 
Air  Traffic  Rules  Division. 
(FR  Doc .76-1 4460  Filed  5-19-76:8:45  aral 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  76-AL-4J 

PART  73— SPECIAL  USE  AIRSPACE 
Alteration  of  Restricted  Area 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to 
Part  73  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  is  to  renumber  the  Yukon,  Alaska, 
restricted  area  R-2205A  to  R-2205, 
change  the  address  of  the  controlling 
agency,  and  reduce  the  upper  li/nit  from 
21,000  feet  MSL  to  20,000  feet  MSL. 

Reassigning  R-2205A  to  its  original 
number  of  R-2205  and  changing  the  ad¬ 
dress  of  the  controlling  agency  are  ad¬ 
ministrative  actions  which  will  assist  in 
recordkeeping  and  coordination.  The 
Department  of  the  Army  has  concurred 
in  the  reduction  of  the  size  of  the  area. 

Since  this  amendment  makes  available 
for  public  use  airspace  from  which  the 
public  was  previously  restricted,  thereby 
relieving  a  restriction  upon  the  public, 
it  is  a  minor  matter  in  which  the  public 
would  have  no  particular  interest  and 
notice  and  public  procedure  thereon  is 
unnecessary.  Moreover,  since  it  relieves  a 
restriction,  it  may  become  effective  im¬ 
mediately.  However,  since  it  is  neces¬ 
sary  that  sufficient  time  be  allowed  to 
permit  appropriate  changes  to  be  made 
on  aeronautical  charts,  this  amendment 
will  become  effective  more  than  30  days 
after  publication. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing. 
Part  73  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  is  amended,  effective  0901  G.m.t, 
July  15, 1976,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

§  73.22  [Amended] 

Section  73.22  (41  FR  655)  is  amended 
as  follows: 

“R-2205A”  is  deleted  and  ‘  R-2205"  is 
substituted  therefor. 

In  R-2205  “Surface  to  21,000  feet  MSL" 
is  deleted  and  “Surface  to  20.000  feet 
MSL”  is  substituted  therefor.  Also  “Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Administration,  Anchor¬ 
age  ARTC  Center.”  is  deleted  and  “Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Administration,  Eielson 
Approach  Control."  Is  substituted  there¬ 
for. 

(Sec.  307(a)  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1968  (49 
US.O.  1348(a) )  and  Sec.  6(c)  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  Ufl.O.  1655(0)).) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  May  13, 
1976. 

Edward  J.  Malo, 

Acting  Chief,  Airspace  and 
Air  Traffic  Rules  Division . 

(FR  Doc.76-14665  Filed  5-19-76.8:45  am] 


( Airspace  Docket  No.  76-WK-l  | 

PART  75— ESTABLISHMENT  OF  JET 

ROUTES  AND  AREA  HIGH  ROUTES 

Alteration  of  Jet  Routes 

On  March  4.  1976,  a  Notice  of  Pro¬ 
posed  Rule  Making  (NPRM)  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (41  FR 
9372)  stating  that  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA)  was  considering 
an  amendment  to  Part  75  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  that  would  realign 
three  jet  routes  over  the  western  shores 
of  the  United  States. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  through  the  submis¬ 
sion  of  comments.  We  received  one  re¬ 
sponse  to  the  NPRM  in  which  the  com¬ 
mentator  posed  no  objection  to  the 
proposal. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing. 
Part  75  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  is  amended,  effective  0901  GMT, 
July  15,  1976.  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

Section  75.100  (41  FR  704)  is  amended 
as  follows: 

In  J-88  “INT  of  the  Salinas  310’ 
and  the  Oakland.  Calif.,  170*  radials;  to 
Oakland.”  Is  deleted  and  “to  Point 
Reyes,  Calif.”  is  substituted  therefor. 

In  J-110  “INT  of  the  Oakland  170* 
and  the  Salinas.  Calif.,  310*  radials; 
Salinas;"  is  deleted  and  “Salinas, 
Calif.;”  is  substituted  therefor. 

.  In  J-501  “Oakland,  Calif.,  via  INT 
Oakland  305*  and  Ukiah,  Calif.,  172* 
radials;  Ukiah;”  is  deleted  and  “Point 
Reyes.  Calif.,  via"  is  substituted  there¬ 
for. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Aot  of 
1958  (  49  UA.O.  1348(a))  and  Sec.  6(e)  of 
the  Department  of  Transportation  Act 
( 49  U.S.C.  1655(c)).) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  oa 
May  11. 1976. 

Edward  J.  Malo, 

Chief,  Airspace  and 
Air  Traffic  Rules  Division. 

(FR  Doc.76-14461  Filed  5-19-76;8:45  am] 


(Airspace  Docket  No.  76-80-20] 

PART  75— ESTABLISHMENT  OF  JET 

ROUTES  AND  AREA  HIGH  ROUTES 

Designation  and  Redesignation  of  Jet 
Routes 

On  April  5,  1976,  a  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rule  Making  (NPRM)  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  (41  FR  14395)  stat¬ 
ing  that  the  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  (FAA)  was  considering  an 
amendment  to  Part  75  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  that  would  desig¬ 
nate  J-99  from  Augusta.  Ga.,  to  Louis¬ 
ville,  Ky.,  and  realign  a  segment  of  J-73 
to  extend  from  Tallahassee,  Fla.,  to  Nash¬ 
ville,  Tenn. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  participate  in  the  proposed 
rule  making  through  the  submission  of 
comments.  No  comments  were  received. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
75  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is 
amended,  effective  0901  Qmt.,  July  15, 
1976.  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 
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§  75.100  [Amended] 

Section  75.100  (41  FR  704)  Is  amended 
as  follows: 

J-73  title  and  text  are  deleted  and 
“From  Tallahassee,  Fla.,  via  LaGrange, 
Ga.;  Nashville,  Term.;  Lewis,  Ind.;  to 
Northbrook,  m.”  is  substituted  therefor. 

J-99  is  added  to  read  as  follows: 

“From  Augusta,  Ga.,  via  Knoxville, 
Tenn. ;  to  Louisville,  Ky.” 

(Sec.  307(a)  Federal  Aviation  Act  1958  (  49 
UJS.C.  1348(a))  Sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)).) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D  C.,  on  May  13, 
1976. 

Edward  J.  Malo, 

Chief,  Airspace  and 
Air  Traffic  Rules  Division. 

[FR  Doc.76-14664  Filed  5-19-76; 8:45  am) 

t  _ 

[Docket  No.  16711,  Amdt.  No.  1021) 

PART  97— STANDARD  INSTRUMENT 
APPROACH  PROCEDURES 

Recent  Changes  and  Additions 

This  amendment  to  Part  97  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  incorpo¬ 
rates  by  reference  therein  changes  and 
additions  to  the  Standard  Instrument 
Approach  Procedures  (SIAPs)  that  were 
recently  adopted  by  the  Administrator  to 
promote  safety  at  the  airports  concerned. 

The  complete  SIAPs  for  the  changes 
and  additions  covered  by  this  amend¬ 
ment  are  described  in  FAA  Forms  8260-3. 
8260-4,  or  8260-5  and  made  a  part  of  the 
public  rule  making  dockets  of  the  FAA  in 
accordance  with  the  procedures  set  forth 
in  Amendment  No.  97-696  (35  FR  5609). 

SIAPs  are  available  for  examination  at 
the  Rules  Docket  and  at  the  National 
Flight  Data  Center,  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration,  800  Independence  Avenue, 
S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591.  Copies  of 
SIAPs  adopted  in  a  particular  region  are 
also  available  for  examination  at  the 
headquarters  of  that  region.  Individual 
copies  of  SIAPs  may  be  purchased  from 
the  FAA  Public  Information  Center,  AIS- 
230,  800  Independence  Avenue,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20591  or  from  the  ap¬ 
plicable  FAA  regional  office  in  accord- 
ance  with  the  fee  schedule  prescribed  in 
49  CFR  7.85.  This  fee  is  payable  in  ad¬ 
vance  and  may  be  paid  by  check,  draft, 
or  postal  money  order  payable  to  the 
Treasurer  of  the  United  States.  A  weekly 
transmittal  of  all  SIAP  changes  and  ad¬ 
ditions  may  be  obtained  by  subscription 
at  an  annual  rate  of  $150.00  per  annum 
from  the  Superintendent  of  Documents, 
UJS.  Government  Printing  Office.  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20402.  Additional  copies 
mailed  to  the  same  address  may  be  or¬ 
dered  for  $30.00  each. 

Since  a  situation  exists  that  requires 
immediate  adoption  of  this  amendment, 
I  find  that  further  notice  and  public  pro¬ 
cedure  hereon  is  impracticable  and  good 
cause  exists  for  making  it  effective  in 
less  than  30  days. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
97  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is 
amended  as  follows,  effective  on  the  dates 
specified: 


§  97.23  [Amended]. 

1.  Section  97.23  is  amended  by  origi¬ 
nating,  amending,  or  canceling  the  fol¬ 
lowing  VOR-VOR/DME  SIAPs,  effective 
July  IS,  1976. 

Poteau,  OK — Robert  S.  Kerr  Arpt.,  VOR/DME 
Rwy  36,  Original 

Bend,  OR — Bend  Muni.  Arpt.,  VOR/DME  Rwy 
16,  Amdt.  4 

Madras,  OR — City  County  Arpt.,  VOR/DME 
Rwy  34R,  Amdt.  2 

Redmond,  OR — Roberts  Field,  VOR-A,  Amdt. 
2 

Redmond,  OR — Roberts  Field,  VOB  DME 
Rwy  22,  Original 

•  *  •  effective  July  1, 1976. 

Tallahassee  (Havana)  FL — Tallahassee  Com¬ 
mercial  Arpt.,  VOR-A,  Amdt.  3 
Kallua-Kona,  HI — Ke-ahole  Arpt.,  VOR  Rwy 
35  (TAC),  Amdt.  3 

Kailua-Kona,  HI — Ke-ahole  Arpt.,  VORTAC 
Rwy  17,  Amdt.  3 

Olathe,  KS — Executive  Arpt. — Johnson 

County  Arpt.,  VOR  Rwy  17,  Amdt.  1 
Olathe,  KS — Executive  Arpt. — Johnson 

County  Arpt.,  VOR  Rwy  35,  Amdt.  5 
Gulfport,  MS — Gulfport  Muni.  Arpt.,  VOR 
Rwy  4,  Amdt.  9 

Gulfport,  MS — Gulfport  Muni.  Arpt.,  VOR 
Rwy  22,  Amdt.  10 

Kansas  City,  MO — Kansas  City  In VI  Arpt., 
VOR  Rwy  27,  Amdt.  7 

McAlester,  OK — McAlester  Muni.  Arpt.,  VOR- 
A,  Amdt.  9 

Longview,  TX — Gregg  County  Arpt.,  VORTAC 
Rwy  31,  Amdt.  6 

Longview,  TX — Gregg  County  Arpt.,  VORTAC 
Rwy  35,  Amdt.  3 

Wichita  Falls,  TX— Wichita  Valley,  VOR-B, 
Amdt.  4 

Pasco,  WA — Tri -Cities  Arpt.,  VOR  Rwy  29, 
Amdt.  3 

Pasco,  WA — Tri-Cities  Arpt.,  VOR^A,  Amdt.  5 

•  •  •  effective  June  24, 1976. 

Madison,  CT— Griswold  Arpt.,  VOR-A,  Origi¬ 
nal  * 

§97.25  [  Amended  1. 

2.  Section  97.25  is  amended  by  origi¬ 
nating,  amending,  or  canceling  the  fol¬ 
lowing  SDF-LOC-LDA  SIAPs.  effective 
July  IS,  1976. 

Casper,  WY — Natrona  County  Inti  Arpt., 
LOC(BC)Rwy  25,  Amdt.  14 

•  *  *  effective  July  1,1976. 

Sarasota  (Bradenton),  FL — Sarasota-Braden- 
ton  Arpt.,  LOC  DME(BC) .  Rwy  13,  Original 
Kallua-Kona,  HI — Ke-ahole  Arpt.,  LOC(BC) 
Rwy  35,  Amdt.  2 

Longview,  TX — Gregg  County  Arpt  ,  LOC/ 
DME(BC) ,  Rwy  31,  Amdt.  4 

•  •  *  effective  May  27,1976. 

Somerset,  PA — Somerset  County  Arpt.,  LOC 
Rwy  24,  Amdt.  1,  cancelled 

§  97.27  [Amended] 

3.  Section  97.27  is  amended  by  orig¬ 
inating,  amending,  or  canceling  the  fol¬ 
lowing  NDB/ADF  SIAPs,  effective  July 
IS,  1976. 

Casper,  WY — Natrona  County  Int’l  Arpt., 
NDB  Rwy  7,  Amdt.  11 

•  •  •  effective  July  1,  1976. 

North  Conway,  NH — White  Mountain  Arpt., 
NDB- A,  Amdt.  3,  cancelled 

•  •  *  effective  June  3,  1976. 

Greenville,  AL — Greenville  Muni.  Arpt.,  NDB 
Rwy  32,  Original 


Salem,  OR— McNary  Field,  NDB  Rwy  33, 
Amdt.  13 

§  97.29  [Amended] 

4.  Section  97.29  is  amended  by  origi¬ 
nating,  amending,  or  canceling  the  fol¬ 
lowing  ILS  SIAPs,  effective  July  15, 1976. 

Casper,  WY — Natrona  County  Int’l  Arpt..  US 
Rwy  7,  Amdt.  21 

•  •  •  effective  July  1,  1976. 

Kallua-Kona,  HI— Ke-ahole  Arpt.,  ILS  DME 
Rwy  17,  Amdt.  3 

Gulfport,  MS — Gulfport  Muni.  Arpt.,  ILS 
Rwy  13,  Amdt.  5 

Pasco,  WA— Tri  -Cities,  ILS  Rwy  20R,  Amdt  5 

•  *  *  effective  June  3,  1976. 

Salem,  OR — McNary  Field,  ILS  Rwy  31, 
Amdt.  18 

•  *  *  effective  May  27,  1976. 

Norfolk,  VA— Norfolk  Inti  Arpt.,  ILS  Rwy  5, 
Amdt.  16 

Norfolk,  VA— Norfolk  Inti  Arpt.,  ILS  Rwy  23, 
Amdt.  2 

§  97.31  [Amended] 

5.  Section  97.31  is  amended  by  origi¬ 
nating,  amending,  or  canceling  the  fol¬ 
lowing  RADAR  SIAPs,  effective  July  1, 
1976. 

Atlanta,  GA — The  William  B.  Hartsfield  At¬ 
lanta  Int’l  Arpt.,  RADAR-1 ,  Amdt.  25 
Enid,  OK — Enid  Woodring  Muni.  Arpt., 
RADAR-1,  Amdt.  1 

§  97.33  [Amended] 

6.  Section  97.33  is  amended  by  origi¬ 
nating,  amending,  or  canceling  the  fol¬ 
lowing  RNAV  SIAPs,  effective  July  1, 
1976. 

Gainesville,  FL — Gainesville  Muni.  Arpt, 
RNAV  Rwy  28,  Amdt.  3 

Monroe,  WI — Monroe  Muni.  Arpt.,  RNAV 
Rwy  11,  Original 

Monroe,  WI — Monroe  Muni.  Arpt.,  RNAV 
Rwy  29,  Original,  cancelled 

(Secs.  307,  313,  601,  1110,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958;  49  U.8.C.  1438,  1354,  1421,  1610, 
Sec.  6(c)  Department  of  Transportation  Act, 
49U.S.C.  1655(c).) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  May 
13,  1976. 

Note. — Incorporation  by  reference 
provisions  in  §§97.10  and  97.20  approved 
by  the  Director  of  the  Federal  Register 
on  May  12,  1969,  (35  FR  5610). 

James  M.  Vines, 

Chief, 

Aircraft  Programs  Division. 

[FR  Doc.76-14668  Filed  6-19-76;8:45  am) 


CHAPTER  II— CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

SUBCHAPTER  E— ORGANIZATION  REGULATIONS 

[Reg.  QR-102,  Amdt.  6) 

PART  384— STATEMENT  OF  ORGANIZA¬ 
TION,  DELEGATION  OF  AUTHORITY, 
AND  AVAILABILITY  OF  RECORDS  AND 
INFORMATION 

Proxy  Voting  for  Board  Members 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C. 
May  17, 1976. 
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For  many  years  various  Members  of 
the  Board  have  made  limited  use  of  a 
proxy 1  to  vote  for  them  in  matters  cran¬ 
ing  before  the  Board  for  resolution.  The 
proxy  has  exercised  no  discretion  in  vot¬ 
ing  for  the  Member  but  has  simply  car¬ 
ried  out  the  instructions  given  to  him 
which  embody  an  exercise  of  the  Mem¬ 
ber’s  own  discretion. 

Board  decisions  are  made  in  two  ways. 
The  first  is  by  personal  vote  cast  at  a 
meeting  of  the  Board  Members  assembled 
together  and  subsequently  recorded  in 
the  Board’s  minutes.  The  other  is  by  the 
so-called  notation  procedure.  Under  the 
notation  procedure,  which  has  received 
judicial  sanction,*  a  copy  of  the  proposed 
action  is  circulated  to  each  member  un¬ 
der  cover  of  a  “tally  sheet’’  on  which  each 
member  indicates  his  vote — approving, 
disapproving,  not  voting,  not  participat¬ 
ing,  or  requesting  that  the  matter  be 
calendared.  Once  the  votes  of  all  mem¬ 
bers  have  been  conveyed  to  the  Board’s 
Minutes  Section  and  a  majority  of  a 
voting  quorum*  has  approved,  the  pro¬ 
posal  is  treated  as  adopted  and  is  ap¬ 
propriately  recorded.4  Actions  taken  by 
notation  are  subsequently  formally  rati¬ 
fied  by  the  Board  at  a  meeting  of  the 
Board  Members  assembled  together.* 

The  Board's  practice  with  respect  to 
proxy  voting  varies  with  its  two  meth¬ 
ods  of  decisionmaking.  When  action  is 
taken  by  the  Board  assembled,  a  Board 
Member  (but  only  a  Board  Member)  • 
may  state  that  his  absent  colleague  con¬ 
curs  in  (or  disapproves)  the  proposed 
action.  In  the  case  of  action  taken  by 
notation  an  absent  Board  Member’s  as¬ 
sistant  may  indicate  that  Member’s  vote 
by  initialing  the  tally  sheet  in  the  appro¬ 
priate  place  or  signing  the  signature 
sheet* 

In  recent  months  we  have  received  in¬ 
quiries  from  Congress  concerning  our 
practices  with  respect  to  proxy  voting. 
For  this  reason,  and  because  the  public 


‘A  “proxy’’  Is  “(a]  person  who  is  sub¬ 
stituted  or  deputed  by  another  to  represent 
him  and  act  for  him,  particularly  In  some 
meeting  or  public  body."  Black’s  Law  Dic¬ 
tionary  (Rev.  Fourth  Ed.),  1968. 

*  Braniff  Airways  v.  C.A.B.,  379  F.2d  (D.C. 
Clr.  1967);  TJS.C.  Motor  Freight  Lines  ▼, 
United  States,  186  F.  Supp.  777  (S.D.  Tex. 
1960),  affirmed  sub.  nom.  Herrin  Transporta¬ 
tion  Co.  v.  United  States,  366  US.  419  (1961) . 

*  A  quorum  Is  three.  49  U.S.C.  1321(c). 

*  This  was  termed  “adoption  and  entry" 
in  the  Braniff  case,  supra,  note  1  at  469,  and 
characterized  as  “official  action"  in  Saturn 
Airways  v.  C.A.B.,  478  F.2d  907,  909  (D.C.  Clr. 
1973). 

‘  Ratification,  once  thought  to  be  a  legal 
safeguard  for  the  notation  procedure,  con¬ 
tinued  even  though  the  legality  of  the  nota¬ 
tion  procedure  has  received  judicial  sanction. 

'At  an  earlier  time  Member’s  assistants 
were  permitted  to  cast  votes  for  absent  Mem¬ 
bers.  The  practice  was  sustained  In  Eastern 
Air  Lines,  Inc.  v.  C.A.B.,  271  F.  2d  752,  768 
(2nd  Clr.  1959),  cert,  denied  362  U.S.  970 
(1960). 

'The  courts  have  held  that  a  signature 
by  an  assistant  for  a  Board  Member  is  valid. 
Braniff  Airways  v.  C.A.B.,  supra,  note  1. 


should  know  our  practices  in  this  area, 
the  Board  is  amending  its  Organization 
Regulations  to  set  forth  this  informa¬ 
tion.  Further,  we  shall  provide  certain 
new  internal  recordkeeping  requirements 
which  will  enable  us  to  document  our 
complete  record  on  proxy  voting  more 
easily  in  the  future. 

Since  this  amendment  relates  solely 
to  matters  of  agency  procedure,  notice 
and  public  procedures  hereon  are  not  re¬ 
quired,  and  it  may  become  effective 
immediately. 

Accordingly  the  Board  hereby  amends 
Part  364  of  its  Organization  Regulations 
(14  CFR  Part  384)  effective  May  17, 1976, 
as  follows: 

1.  The  table  of  contents  of  Part  384  is 
amended  by  adding  a  new  §  384.3a  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

Sec. 

•  •  •  •  • 

384  3a  Proxy  voting  for  Board  Members. 
•  •  •  •  • 

2.  A  new  9  384.3a  is  added  to  Part  384 
as  follows : 

§  38  1.3a  Proxy  voting  for  Board  Mem- 
ben. 

(a)  Use  of  proxies.  In  all  cases,  even 
though  a  proxy  may  be  used,  the  Board 
Member  shall  exercise  his  own  discretion 
and  determine  how  a  vote  shall  be  cast. 
However,  unless  otherwise  prohibited  by 
law,  his  assistant  or  other  members  of  his 
personal  staff  or  another  Board  Member 
may  actually  cast  the  vote  in  the  man¬ 
ner  determined  by  and  pursuant  to  the 
instructions  of  the  Board  Member,  as 
set  forth  below. 

(b)  Board  Meetings.  A  proxy  may  only 
be  exercised  at  a  Board  meeting  by 
another  Board  Member.  The  recorder 
shall  enter  in  the  minutes  of  the  Board 
meeting  every  exercise  of  a  proxy  by  one 
Board  Member  for  another  and  a  de¬ 
scription  of  the  matter  which  was  the 
subject  of  the  proxy  vote.  The  recorder 
shall  also  maintain  a  proxy  journal,  en¬ 
tering  therein  the  Information  recorded 
in  the  minutes  with  respect  to  proxy  vot¬ 
ing,  Including  the  date  of  the  minute  in¬ 
volved. 

(c)  Notation  Items.  A  proxy  may  be 
exercised  by  a  Member’s  assistant  or 
other  member  of  his  personal  staff.  The 
proxy  shall  be  exercised  by  placing  the 
Member’s  initials  on  the  tally  sheet  ac¬ 
companying  the  notation  followed  by  the 
signature  of  the  person  exercising  the 
proxy,  or  by  placing  the  Board  Member’s 
name  on  the  signature  sheet  followed  by 
the  initials  of  the  person  signing.  Each 
Board  Member’s  office  shall  keep  a  nota¬ 
tion  proxy  journal  showing  with  respect 
to  each  notation  item  the  date  when  the 
proxy  was  exercised,  the  name  of  the 
person  who  exercised  the  proxy  and  the 
number  or  other  description  of  the  ac¬ 
tion.  Each  Board  Member  is  expected  to 
be  aware  of  all  proxy  votes  on  his  behalf 
on  all  notation  items  when  such  matters 
are  before  the  Board  for  ratification  in 
accordance  with  normal  ratification  pro¬ 
cedures. 


(Secs.  204  and  1001,  72  Stat.  743  and  788,  49 
U.S.Q.  1324  and  1481;  81  Stat.  64,  6  U.6.C. 
552.) 

Effective:  May  17. 1976. 

Adopted:  May  17, 1976. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[  seal  1  Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 

Acting  Secretary. 

| FR  Doc.76-14752  Filed  5-19-76;8:45  am] 

Title  16 — Commercial  Practices 

CHAPTER  I — FEDERAL  TRADE 

COMMISSION 

(Docket  8996-0] 

PART  13— PROHIBITED  TRADE  PRAC¬ 
TICES,  AND  AFFIRMATIVE  CORRECTIVE 

ACTIONS 

Chrysler  Corp. 

Subpart — Advertising  falsely  or  mis¬ 
leadingly:  5  13.10  Advertising  falsely  or 
misleadingly;  5  13.20  Comparative  data 
or  merits:  13.20-20  Competitors’  prod¬ 
ucts;  §13.170  Qualities  or  properties  of 
product  or  service;  13.170-34  Econo¬ 
mizing  or  saving;  §  13.175  Quality  of 
product  or  service;  9  13.190  Results; 

§  13.205  Scientific  or  other  relevant 
facts;  §  13.210  Scientific  tests.  Sub¬ 
part — Disparaging  competitors  and  their 
products — Competitors’  products:  9 13.- 
1000  Performance;  9  13.1010  Qualities 
or  properties;  §  13.1020  Results;  9  13.- 
1035  Tests.  Subpart — Misrepresenting 
oneself  and  goods — Goods:  9  13  1575 
Comparative  data  or  merits;  9  13.1710 
Qualities  or  properties;  9  13.1730  Re¬ 
sults;  9  13.1740  Scientific  or  other  rele¬ 
vant  facts.  Subpart — Using  deceptive 
techniques  in  advertising:  9  13.2275  Us¬ 
ing  deceptive  techniques  in  advertising. 
Subpart — Using  misleading  name — 
Goods:  §  13.2325  Qualities  or  prop¬ 
erties. 

(Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  721;  15  U.S.C.  46.  Interprets 
or  applies  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended;  15 
UB.C.  45) 

In  the  Matter  of  Chrysler  Corporation, 
a  corporation. 

Order  requiring  a  Detroit,  Mich.,  auto¬ 
mobile  manufacturer,  among  other 
things  to  cease  misrepresenting  the  su¬ 
periority  of  their  products  over  those  of 
their  competitors  with  regard  to  quality 
or  properties,  characteristics,  perform¬ 
ance  and/or  fuel  economy. 

The  final  order,  Including  further 
order  requiring  report  of  compliance 
therewith,  is  as  follows:  * 

FINAL  ORDER 

This  matter  having  been  heard  by  the 
Commission  upon  respondent’s  appeal 
from  the  Initial  Decision;  and 

The  Commission  having  considered  the 
oral  arguments  of  counsel,  their  briefs, 
and  the  whole  record;  and 

» 

*  Copies  of  the  Complaint,  Initial  Decision. 
Opinion  and  Final  Order,  filed  with  the  origi¬ 
nal  document. 
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The  Commission,  for  reasons  stated  in 
the  accompanying  Opinion,  having 
denied  the  appeal;  accordingly 

It  is  ordered,  That,  except  to  the  extent 
that  it  is  inconsistent  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Opinion,  the  Initial  Decision  of  the 
Administrative  Law  Judge  be,  and  it 
hereby  is,  adopted  together  with  the 
Opinion  accompanying  this  Order  as  the 
Commission’s  final  findings  of  fact  and 
conclusions  of  law  in  this  matter; 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  follow¬ 
ing  order  be,  and  it  hereby  is,  entered : 

ORDER 

It  is  ordered,  That  respondent  Chrysler 
Corporation  and  its  officers,  representa¬ 
tives,  and  agents  and  employees,  directly 
or  through  any  corporate  or  other  device, 
in  connection  with  the  advertising,  offer¬ 
ing  for  sale,  sale  or  distribution  of  prod¬ 
ucts  sold  by  the  respondent  in  or  affect¬ 
ing  commerce,  as  “commerce*  ’is  defined 
in  the  Federal  Trade  Commission  Act, 
do  forthwith  cease  and  desist  from: 

1.  Representing,  directly  or  by  impli¬ 
cation,  by  reference  to  a  test  or  tests, 
that  any  of  respondent’s  automobiles  are 
superior  with  regard  to  fuel  economy  to 
any  other  automobiles  whether  manu¬ 
factured  by  respondent  or  others  unless : 

a.  such  superiority  has  been  demon¬ 
strated  as  to  the  model (s)  for  which  it  is 
claimed  by  such  test  or  tests  with  re¬ 
spect  to  each  sample,  or  the  valid  aver¬ 
age  of  all  Identical  samples,  of  each 
model  represented  to  have  been  tested 
or 

b.  the  vakd  test  results  for  each  sam¬ 
ple,  or  the  valid  average  of  all  identical 
samples,  of  each  model  so  compared,  in¬ 
cluding  the  advertised  model  as  well  as 
such  makes  and  models  to  which  the  ad¬ 
vertised  model  h  compared,  are  clearly 
and  conspicuously  disclosed. 

For  the  purpose  of  this  Order,  “sam¬ 
ple’’  shall  mean  an  actual  automobile 
tested. 

2.  Representing,  directly  or  by  impli¬ 
cation,  that  any  performance  or  other 
characteristic  of  any  automobile  or  au¬ 
tomotive  product  has  been  tested,  either 
alone  or  in  comparison  with  other  prod¬ 
ucts,  unless  such  representation (s)  fully 
and  accurately  reflect  the  test  results 
,and  unless  the  tests  themselves  are  so 
devised  and  conducted  as  to  completely 
substantiate  each  representation  con¬ 
cerning  any  characteristic  tested  in  the 
featured  test. 

3.  Misrepresenting  in  any  manner,  di¬ 
rectly  or  by  Implication,  the  purpose, 
content,  or  conclusion  of  any  test,  report, 
study,  research,  demonstration,  or 
analysis. 

4.  Misrepresenting  in  any  manner  the 
fuel  economy  of  any  automobile  or  the 
superiority  of  any  automobile  over  com¬ 
peting  products  in  terms  of  fuel  economy. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  re¬ 
spondent  corporation  shall  forthwith 
distribute  a  copy  of  this  Order  to  each  of 
its  operating  divisions. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  respondent 
notify  the  Commission  at  least  30  days 
prior  to  any  proposed  change  in  the 
corporate  respondent  such  as  dissolu¬ 
tion,  assignment,  or  sale  resulting  in  the 


emergence  of  a  successor  corporation,  the 
creation  or  dissolution  of  subsidiaries,  or 
any  other  change  in  the  corporation 
which  may  affect  compliance  obligations 
arising  out  of  the  Order. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  respondent 
shall,  within  sixty  (60)  days  after  this 
Order  becomes  “final,”  file  with  the 
Commission  a  report,  in  writing,  setting 
forth  in  detail  the  manner  and  form  of 
its  compliance  with  this  Order. 

Opinion  of  the  Commission  by  Com¬ 
missioner  Dole. 

Not  having  participated  in  the  oral 
argument  in  this  matter.  Chairman  Col¬ 
lier  did  not  participate  in  the  resolution 
of  it. 

The  Final  Order  was  issued  by  the 
Commission  Apr.  13, 1976. 

Charles  A.  Tobin, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-14689  Filed  6-19-76:8:45  am] 


Title  26 — Internal  Revenue 

CHAPTER  I— INTERNAL  REVENUE  SERV¬ 
ICE,  DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

SUBCHAPTER  A— INCOME  TAX 
|TJ>.  7420] 

PART  1— INCOME  TAX;  TAXABLE  YEARS 
BEGINNING  AFTER  DECEMBER  31,  1953 

Requirements  of  a  Domestic  international 
Sales  Corporation  (DISC) 

On  June  30,  1976,  two  notices  of  pro¬ 
posed  rulemaking  were  published  In  the 
Fbbbbal  Resistor  with  respect  to  the 
amendments  of  the  Income  Tax  Regula¬ 
tions  (26  CFR  Part  !■)  under  sections  992 
and  996  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of 
1964  in  order  to  amend  the  rules  relat¬ 
ing  to  a  domestic  international  sales  cor¬ 
poration  (DISC).  The  first  notice  was 
published  as  three  paragraphs :  para¬ 
graph  (1)  relating  to  the  separate  bank 
account  requirement  under  8  1.992-1  (a) ; 
paragraph  (2)  relating  to  manner  of 
election  under  8  1.992-2(a)  (1)  (1) ;  and 
paragraph  (3)  relating  to  the  computa¬ 
tion  under  8  1.995-5  (b)  (6)  of  earnings 
and  profits  offset  (40  FR  27483,  as 
amended  by  a  correction  published  on 
July  11,  1975,  40  FR  29296).  The  second 
notice  was  published  as  one  paragraph 
relating  to  deficiency  distributions  to 
meet  qualification  requirements  under 
8  1.992-3(a>  (4)  (40  FR  27484)  and  now 
becomes  paragraph  (4)  of  this  Treasury 
decision.  The  amendments  are  effective 
generally  for  taxable  years  ending  after 
December  31,  1971,  except  that  the 
amendment  of  8  1.992-2(a)  (1)  (i)  was  ef¬ 
fective  on  June  30,  1975  (the  date  the 
proposed  amendment  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  as  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making) . 

The  Treasury  decision  under  8  1.992-1 
adds  a  new  paragraph  (1)  which  would 
generally  lengthen  the  grace  period  al¬ 
lowed  for  satisfying  the  separate  bank 
account  requirement  as  presently  set 
forth  in  the  first  two  sentences  of  the 
flush  material  following  paragraph  (a) 
(8)  of  8  1.992-1.  As  amended,  8  1.992-2 
(a)  (1)  (i)  no  longer  requires  that  a  copy 
of  the  completed  Form  4876  be  filed  with 
the  Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue  in 


Washington,  D.C.  Section  1.995-5(b) (5) 
(1)  (relating  to  foreign  investment  at¬ 
tributable  to  producer's  loans),  as 
amended,  makes  dear  that  the  offset  al¬ 
lowed  by  1  1. 995-5 (b)  (5)  would  be  re¬ 
duced  by  a  distribution  from  earnings 
and  profits  by  a  foreign  corporation  to 
another  foreign  corporation. 

Section  1.992-3(a)  (4)  was  reserved  in 
a  Treasury  decision  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  for  September  25.  1974,  as 
TJD.  7323  (  39  FR  34400).  The  Treasury 
decision  under  8  1.992-3(a)  (4)  requires 
that  in  order  for  a  DISC  to  make  a  de¬ 
ficiency  distribution,  it  must  meet  the 
qualification  requirements  after  the  close 
of  the  taxable  year  with  respect  to  which 
the  distribution  is  made.  A  transitional 
rule  is  included  which  allows  corpora¬ 
tions  to  make  a  distribution  made  on  or 
before  September  29,  1975  (90  days  after 
the  date  on  which  this  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  was  published)  at  any  time  during 
or  after  the  taxable  year  with  respect  to 
which  it  is  made. 

Adoption  of  Amendments  to  the 
Regulations 

After  consideration  of  all  such  relevant 
matter  as  was  presented  by  interested 
persons  regarding  the  rules  proposed,  the 
amendments  of  the  regulations  as  pro¬ 
posed  in  the  two  notices  of  proposed  rule 
making  are  hereby  adopted  without 
change,  except  that  the  notice  amending 
8  1.992-3 (a)  (4)  is  adopted  as  paragraph 
(4)  of  this  Treasury  decision. 

(TMe  Treasury  dectetoH  is  issued  under  tb# 
authority  contained  in  section  7806  of  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code  or  1954  (68 A  Stat. 
917;  26  VA.C.  7806).) 

Donald  C.  Alexander, 

Co mrttheioner  of  Internal  Revenue. 

Approved:  May  12, 1976. 

Charles  M.  Walker, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury. 

1.  Section  1.992-1  is  amended  by  revis¬ 
ing  paragraph  (a)(6),  deleting  the  first 
two  sentences  of  the  flush  material  fol¬ 
lowing  paragraph  (a)(8),  and  adding 
paragraph  (i) .  These  revised  and  added 
provisions  read  as  follows: 

§  1.992—1  Requirement*  of  a  DISC. 

(а)  •  •  • 

(б)  Has  its  bank  account  on  each  day 
of  the  taxable  year,  except  as  provided 
in  paragraph  (a)  (8)  (i)  of  this  section. 

•  •  •  •  •  , 

(i)  Time  far  satisfying  the  separate 
bank  account  requirement.  The  separate 
bank  account  requirement  referred  to  in 
paragraph  (a)(6)  of  this  section  shall 
be  satisfied  for  a  taxable  year  by  a  cor¬ 
poration  If — 

(1)  In  the  ease  of  a  corporation  which 
elects  to  be  treated  as  a  DISC  for  its 
first  taxable  year,  such  corporation  has 
a  separate  bank  account  either — 

(i)  Within  90  days  after  the  beginning 
of  such  taxable  year  and  on  each  suc¬ 
ceeding  day  of  such  taxable  year  or 

(ii)  Within  the  period  prescribed  in 
subparagraph  (2)  of  this  paragraph,  if 
applicable. 
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(2)  For  any  taxable  year  which — 

(I)  Ends  before  October  31. 1974,  such 
corporation  has  a  separate  bank  account 
at  any  time  during  that  taxable  year  or 

(II)  Ends  with  or  Includes  October  31, 
1974,  such  corporation  has  a  separate 
bank  account  on  October  31,  1974,  and 
on  each  succeeding  day  of  that  taxable 
year. 

#  •  •  •  • 

2.  Section  1.992-2  is  amended  by  de¬ 
leting  the  phrase  “,  and  a  copy  of  the 
completed  Form  4876  with  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  of  Internal  Revenue  (Attention: 
ACTS:A:AO>,  Washington,  D.C.  20224” 
from  the  second  sentence  of  paragraph 
(a)(1)  (1) .  As  amended,  such  second  sen¬ 
tence  reads  as  follows : 

§  1.992—2  Election  to  be  treated  as  a 
DISC. 

(a)  Manner  and  time  of  election — (1) 
Manner — (1)  In  general.  *  •  •  Except 
as  provided  in  paragraph  (a)(1)(H)  of 
this  section,  the  election  is  made  by  the 
corporation  filing  Form  4876  with  the 
service  center  with  which  it'would  file  its 
Income  tax  return  If  it  were  subject  for 
such  taxable  year  to  all  the  taxes  im¬ 
posed  by  subtitle  A  of  the  Internal  Reve¬ 
nue  Code  of  1954.  •  *  • 

•  *  *  •  * 

3.  Section  1.995-5  is  amended  by  re¬ 
vising  the  first  sentence  of  paragraph  (b) 
(5)  (i)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1.995—5  Foreign  investment  attribut¬ 
able  to  producer's  loans. 

•  •  *  •  • 

(b)  •  •  • 

(5)  Earnings  and  profits,  (i)  An  offset 
allowed  by  this  subparagraph  is  one-half 
the  aggregate  of  the  earnings  and  profits 
accumulated  for  all  taxable  years  begin¬ 
ning  after  December  31,  1971,  computed 
(without  regard  to  any  distributions 
from  earnings  and  profits  by  a  foreign 
corporation  to  a  domestic  corporation) 
in  accordance  with  S  1.964-1  (relating  to 
a  controlled  foreign  corporation’s  earn¬ 
ings  and  profits),  of  each  foreign  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  group  which  is  controlled 
directly  or  indirectly  (as  determined 
under  the  principles  of  section  958  and 
the  regulations  thereunder)  by  a  do¬ 
mestic  member  of  the  group  and  each 
foreign  branch  of  a  domestic  member 
of  the  group  (computed  as  if  the  branch 
were  a  foreign  corporation) .  •  •  • 

•  •  •  •  • 

4.  Section  1.992-3(a)  (4)  is  revised  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  1.992—3  Deficiency  distribution*  to 
meet  qualification  requirements. 

(a)  •  •  • 

(4)  The  corporation  designates  the  dis¬ 
tribution,  at  the  time  of  the  distribution, 
as  a  deficiency  distribution,  pursuant  to 
section  992(c),  to  meet  the  qualification 
requirements  to  be  a  DISC.  Such  desig¬ 
nation  shall  be  in  the  form  of  a  commu¬ 
nication  sent  at  the  time  of  such  distri¬ 


bution  to  each  shareholder  and  to  the 
service  center  with  which  the  corporation 
has  filed  or  will  file  its  return  for  the 
taxable  year  to  which  .the  distribution 
relates.  A  corporation  may  not  retroac¬ 
tively  designate  a  prior  distribution  as  a 
deficiency  distribution  to  meet  qualifica¬ 
tion  requirements.  Subject  to  the  limita¬ 
tion  described  in  paragraph  (c)(3)  of 
this  section,  a  corporation  may  make  a 
deficiency  distribution  with  respect  to  a 
taxable  year  at  any  time  after  the  close 
of  such  taxable  year  or,  in  the  case  of  a 
deficiency  distribution  made  on  or  before 
September  29,  1975,  at  any  time  during 
or  after  such  taxable  year. 

•  •  •  •  ’  « 

[FR  Doc.76-14844  Piled  5-19-76:8:45  am] 

Title  40 — Protection  of  Environment 

CHAPTER  I— ENVIRONMENTAL 
PROTECTION  AGENCY 

[FRL  543-71 

GENERAL  AND  GRANT  REGULATIONS  * 
Guidance  for  Cooperation 

Pursuant  to  the  authorities  cited  in  40 
CFR  30.101,  Sections  102,  103  of  83  Stat. 
854  (42  U.S.C.  4321  et  seq.),  and  Section 
602  of  the  Civil  Rights  Act  of  1964,  42 
U.S.C.  2000d-l,  Parts  6,  7,  12,  30,  35.  and 
40  are  hereby  amended. 

Section  30.305  of  Part  30  is  deleted  and 
new  §$  30,305  through  30.305-8  are 
added.  This  amendment  implements  the 
requirements  of  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget  Circular  A-95  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  January  13, 
1976.  (41  FR  2052)  The  Circular  fur¬ 
nished  guidance  to  Federal  agencies  for 
cooperation  with  State  and  local  gov¬ 
ernments  in  the  evaluation,  review  and 
coordination  of  Federal  and  Federally 
assisted  programs  and  projects. 

In  addition,  this  promulgation  includes 
several  technical  amendments  to  Parts 
6,  7, 12,  30,  35,  and  40. 

Comments,  suggestions,  or  objections 
may  be  submitted  in  writing  to  Director, 
Grants  Administration  Division  (PM- 
216),  U.S.  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  401  M  Street,  S.W.,  Room  435 
WSMW,  Washington,  D.C.  20460.  Con¬ 
sideration  will  be  given  to  all  comments, 
suggestions,  or  objections  received  on  or 
before  June  15,  1976  for  possible  revision 
of  these  regulations. 

Effective  date:  These  regulations  shall 
become  effective  May  20, 1976. 

Date :  May  14, 1976. 

Russell  E.  Train, 
Administrator. 


PART  6— PREPARATION  OF 
ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENTS 

§  6.106  Applicability. 

1.  Add  the  following  paragraph  (e)  at 
the  end  of  9  6.106: 

•  •  •  •  • 


(e)  Applicability  to  the  A-95  Review 
Process.  Applicants  applying  for  grants 
covered  by  these  regulations  must  assure 
compliance  with  all  applicable  require¬ 
ments  of  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget  (OMB)  Circular  A-95,  pursuant 
to  §  30.305  of  this  Chapter. 

PART  7— NONDISCRIMINATION  IN  PRO¬ 
GRAMS  RECEIVING  FEDERAL  ASSIST¬ 
ANCE  FROM  THE  ENVIRONMENTAL 
PROTECTION  AGENCY— EFFECTUATION 
OF  TITLE  VI  OF  THE  CIVIL  RIGHTS  ACT 
OF  1964 

2.  Delete  the  first  two  (2)  sentences 
from  §  7.3(a)  and  substitute  the  follow¬ 
ing: 

§  7.3  Applicability. 

(a)  This  part  applies  to  any  program 
for  which  Federal  financial  assistance 
is  authorized  under  a  statute  adminis¬ 
tered  by  the  Agency,  including  all  EPA 
grant  programs  and  activities  and  assist¬ 
ance  under  the  Uniform  Relocation  As¬ 
sistance  and  Land  Acquisition  Policies 
Act  of  1970,  42  U.S.C.  4621  et  seq.  and  the 
Disaster  Relief  Act  of  1970,  42  U.S.C.  4401 
et  seq.  It  applies  to  any  such  program  or 
activity  to  which  money  was  paid,  prop¬ 
erty  transferred,  or  other  Federal 
financial  assistance  extended  after  the 
effective  date  of  this  part  including 
assistance  extended  pursuant  to  an  ap¬ 
plication  approved  prior  to  the  effective 
date.  *  *  * 

*  •  •  *  • 

§7.4  I  Amended] 

3.  In  §  7.4(c)(1),  second  sentence,  in¬ 
sert  a  “comma”  between  the  words  “ad¬ 
vertising.  employment”. 

4.  In  §  7.4(e)  insert  a  “comma”  and 
the  word  “to”  between  the  words  “of 
any”. 

§7.8  l  Amended] 

5.  In  §  7.8(e)  in  the  first  sentence  in¬ 
sert  the  words  “or  6he”  between  the 
words  “he  has”. 

§  7.10  [Amended] 

6.  In  §  7.10(a)  in  the  last  sentence  cor¬ 
rect  the  word  “th”  to  read  “the”;  in 
§  7.10(b)  in  the  second  sentence  change 
the  words  "a  hearing  examiner”  to  read 
“an  administrative  law  Judge”. 

§7.11  [Amended] 

7.  In  §  7.11(a)  in  the  title  change  the 
words  “hearing  examiner”  to  read  “an 
administrative  law  judge”;  and  in  the 
first  sentence  change  the  words  “hear¬ 
ing  examiner”  to  read  “an  administra¬ 
tive  law  judge”.  In  §  7.11(b)  in  the  first 
sentence  change  the  words  “a  hearing 
examiner”  to  read  “an  administrative 
tive  law  judge”.  In  9  7.11(d)  in  the 
first  sentence  change  the  words  “a 
hearing  examiner”  to  read  “an  adminis¬ 
trative  law  judge”. 

§  7.13  [Amended] 

8.  In  §  7.13(c)  delete  the  last  sentence. 
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PART  12— NONDISCRIMINATION  IN  PRO¬ 
GRAMS  RECEIVING  ASSISTANCE  FROM 
THE  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY— EFFECTUATION  OF  SECTION 
13  OF  THE  FEDERAL  WATER  POLLU¬ 
TION  CONTROL  ACT  AMENDMENTS  OF 
1972 

9.  Section  12.11(f)  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  12.11  Decisions  and  notices. 

(f)  Content  of  orders.  Hie  final  de¬ 
cision  may  provide  for  termination  of,  or 
refusal  to  grant  or  continue.  Federal 
financial  assistance,  in  whole  or  In  part, 
to  the  program  involved  and  may  con¬ 
tain  such  terms,  conditions,  and  other 
provisions  as  are  consistent  with  and 
will  effectuate  the  purpose  of  the  act 
and  this  part,  including  provisions  de¬ 
signed  to  assure  that  no  Federal  financial 
assistance  will  thereafter  be  extended 
under  such  program  to  the  applicant  or 
recipient  determined  by  such  decision  to 
have  failed  to  comply  with  requirements 
Imposed  by  or  under  this  part  unless  and 
until  It  corrects  Its  noncompliance  and 
satisfies  the  Administrator  that  it  will 
fully  comply  with  this  part. 

§  12.12  [Amended] 

10.  Delete  the  last  sentence  from 

§12.12(0. 


PART  30 — GENERAL  GRANT 
REGULATIONS  AND  PROCEDURES 

11.  In  the  Table  of  Contents  under 
Subpart  B — Application  and  Award,  add 
the  following  under  §  30.305  entitled  A-95 
Procedures: 

30.305- 1  Specific  areas  of  clearinghouse 

evaluation. 

30.305- 2  Notification  of  Intent  (A-95,  Part 

I). 

30.305- 3  Time  limitations. 

30.305- 4  EPA  processing. 

30.305- 5  Programs  requiring  state  plans  and 

Jointly  funded  projects  (A-95, 
Part  m) . 

30.305- 6  Coordination  of  planning  In  multt- 

jurlsdlctional  areas  (A-95,  Part 
IV). 

30.3 05  7  Confidential  Information. 

30.305- 8  Specific  requirements  for  the  con¬ 

struction  grant  program. 

12.  Section  30.135-3  Is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  30.135—3  Allowable  costs. 

Those  eligible,  reasonable,  necessary, 
and  allocable  costs  which  are  permitted 
under  the  appropriate  Federal  cost  prin¬ 
ciples,  hi  accordance  with  EPA  policy, 
within  the  scope  of  the  project  and  au¬ 
thorized  for  EPA  participation. 

13.  Section  30.135-8  Is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  30.135—8  Eligible  costs. 

Those  costs  In  which  Federal  partici¬ 
pation  is  authorized  pursuant  to  applica¬ 
ble  statute. 

14.  Section  30.135-22  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows : 

§  30.135—22  Subagreement. 

A  written  agreement  between  an  EPA 
grantee  and  another  party  (other  than 
another  public  agency)  and  any  tier  of 


agreement  thereunder  for  the  furnishing 
at  services,  supplies,  or  equipment  neces¬ 
sary  to  complete  the  project  for  which  a 
grant  was  awarded.  Including  contracts 
and  subcontracts  for  personal  and  pro¬ 
fessional  services  and  purchase  orders. 

§  30.225-3  [Amended] 

15.  Delete  §  30.225-3  (c). 

16.  Section  30.305  Is  revised  and 
30.305-1  through  30.305-8  are  added  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  30.305  A— 95  procedures. 

(a)  Office  of  Management  and  Budget 
Circular  A-95  (revised)  (41  FR  2052, 
January  13, 1976)  provides  for  State  and 
areawide  clearinghouse  evaluation,  re¬ 
view,  and  coordination  of  Federally- 
assisted  programs  and  projects.  There¬ 
fore,  applicants  applying  for  a  planning, 
program,  survey,  demonstration,  or  con¬ 
struction  grant  must  comply  with  ap¬ 
propriate  coordination  procedures  out¬ 
lined  in  the  A-95  Circular.  Generally, 
coordination  is  required  prior  to  sub¬ 
mitting  an  application.  However,  in  cer¬ 
tain  cases  clearinghouses  will  be  afforded 
the  opportunity  to  comment  during  the 
initial  phases  of  project  work  in  con¬ 
junction  with  the  development  of  plans 
and  application  materials. 

(b)  A-95  procedures  include  but  are 
not  limited  to  the  provisions  set  forth 
below  In  §  30.305-1  through  §  30.305-8. 

§  30.305—1  Specific  urc of  flouring  - 
house  evaluation. 

The  following  specific  areas  are  nor¬ 
mally  considered  during  clearinghouse 
evaluation.  It  should  be  recognized,  how¬ 
ever,  that  clearinghouses  are  responsible 
for  the  comprehensive  planning  needs  of 
their  jurisdictional  area  and  may,  there¬ 
fore,  consider  areas  other  than  those 
listed. 

(a)  The  extent  to  which  the  project  Is 
consistent  with  or  contributes  to  the  ful¬ 
fillment  of  the  State,  area  wide,  and  local 
comprehensive  plans. 

(b)  The  extent  to  which  the  proposed 
project: 

(1)  Duplicates,  runs  counter  to,  or 
needs  to  be  coordinated  with  other  proj¬ 
ects  or  activities  being  carried  out  In  or 
affecting  the  area;  or 

(2)  Might  be  revised  to  Increase  its 
effectiveness  or  efficiency. 

(c)  The  extent  to  which  the  project 
contributes  to  the  achievement  of  State, 
areawide,  and  local  objectives  and  prior¬ 
ities  relating  to  natural  and  human  re¬ 
sources  and  economic  and  community  de¬ 
velopment  as  specified  In  Section  401  of 
the  Intergovernmental  Cooperation  Act 
of  1968,  Including: 

(1)  Appropriate  land  uses  for  housing, 
commercial.  Industrial,  government.  In¬ 
stitutional,  and  other  purposes: 

(2)  Wise  development  and  considera¬ 
tion  of  natural  resources,  Including  land, 
water,  mineral,  wildlife,  and  others: 

(3)  Balanced  transportation  systems. 
Including  highway,  air.  water,  pedestrian, 
mass  transit,  and  other  modes  for  the 
movement  of  people  and  goods; 

(4)  Adequate  outdoor  recreation  and 
open  space; 


<5)  Protection  of  areas  of  unique  nat¬ 
ural  beauty,  historical,  archeological, 
architectural,  and  scientific  interest; 

(6)  Properly  planned  community  facil¬ 
ities,  including  utilities  for  the  supply  of 
power,  water,  and  communications ,  for 
the  safe  disposal  of  wastes,  and  for  other 
purposes:  and 

(7)  Concern  for  high  standards  of  de¬ 
sign. 

<d)  Hie  extent  to  which  the  project 
significantly  affects  the  environment  In¬ 
cluding: 

(1)  The  environmental  impact  of  the 
proposed  project; 

(2)  Any  adverse  environmental  effects 
which  cannot  be  avoided  should  the  pro¬ 
posed  project  be  implemented; 

(3)  Alternatives  to  the  proposed  proj¬ 
ect; 

(4)  The  relationship  between  local 
short  term  uses  of  man’s  environment 
and  the  maintenance  and  enhancement 
of  long  term  productivity;  and 

(5)  Any  Irreversible  or  irretrievable 
commitments  of  resources  which  would 
be  Involved  in  the  proposed  project  or 
action,  should  it  be  implemented. 

(e)  The  extent  to  which  the  project 
contributes  to  more  balanced  patterns 
of  settlement  and  delivery  of  services 
to  all  sectors  of  the  area  population,  in¬ 
cluding  minority  groups. 

(f)  In  the  case  of  a  project  for  which 
assistance  is  being  sought  by  a  special 
purpose  unit  of  government,  whether  the 
unit  of  general  local  government  having 
jurisdiction  over  the  area  in  which  the 
project  is  to  be  located  has  applied  for 
or  plans  to  apply  for  assistance  for  the 
same  or  a  similar  type  project. 

§  30.305—2  Notification  of  intent  (A— 95, 
Parti). 

(a)  General  (for  specific  requirements 
for  the  construction  grants  program  see 
{  30.305-8) .  Applicants  or  potential  ap¬ 
plicants  for  assistance  under  an  EPA 
grant  are  required  to  notify  both  State 
and  areawide  planning  and  development 
clearinghouses,  in  the  jurisdiction  In 
which  the  project  Is  to  be  located,  of  their 
Intent  to  apply  for  EPA  assistance.  In  the 
case  of  an  application  In  any  State  for 
an  activity  that  Is  Statewide  or  broader 
in  nature  (such  as  for  various  types  of 
research)  and  does  not  affect  nor  have 
specific  applicability  to  areawide  or  local 
planning  and  programs,  the  notification 
need  be  sent  only  to  the  State  clearing¬ 
house.  Involvement  of  areawide  clear¬ 
inghouses  in  the  review  In  such  cases  will 
be  at  the  Initiative  of  the  State  clearing¬ 
house.  If  notification  of  Intent  to  apply 
for  EPA  assistance  was  not  furnished 
the  clearinghouse  (s),  the  completed  ap¬ 
plication  must  be  submitted  to  the  clear¬ 
inghouse^)  prior  to  submission  to  EPA. 
However,  prior  notification  of  Intent  to 
apply  Is  preferable  to  submitting  the  final 
completed  application.  In  addition, 
grantees  must  notify  State  and  areawide 
clearinghouse^)  of  any  major  modifica¬ 
tions  In  a  project.  Hie  current  list  of  EPA 
grant  programs  which  must  comply  with 
the  A-95  procedures  are  listed  below.  Any 
additions  to  this  listing  will  be  Indicated 
In  the  Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  As¬ 
sistance  (see  §  30.305-2.c.(5) ). 
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(I)  66.001-Air  Pollution  Control  Pro¬ 
gram  Grants; 

(2  )  66.006-Air  Pollution  Control  Sur¬ 
vey  and  Demonstration  Grants; 

(3)  66.027-Solid  Waste  Disposal  Plan¬ 
ning  Grants; 

(4)  66.028-Solid  Waste  Disposal  Dem¬ 
onstration  Grants: 

(5)  66.418-Construction  Grants  for 
Wastewater  Treatment  Works; 

(6)  66.419-Water  Pollution  Control- 
State  and  Interstate  Program  Grants; 

(7)  66.420-Water  Pollution  Control- 
State  and  Local  Manpower  Program  De¬ 
velopment; 

(8)  66.426- Water  Pollution  Control 
State  and  Areawide  Waste  Treatment 
Management  Planning  Grants; 

(9)  66.432-State  Public  Water  System 
Supervision  Program  Grants; 

(10)  66.433-State  Underground  Water 
Source  Protection  Program  Grants; 

(II)  66.505-Water  Pollution  Control- 
Research,  Developmental,  and  Demon¬ 
stration  Grants  (Demonstration  only) ; 

(12)  66.508-Safe  Drinking  Water  Re¬ 
search  and  Demonstration  Grants  (Dem¬ 
onstration  Only) ; 

(13)  66.600-Environmental  Protection 
Consolidated  Grants-Program  Support; 

(14)  66.602-Environmental  Protection 
Consolidated  Grants-Special  Purpose. 

Applications  from  Federally  recognized 
Indian  Tribes  are  excluded  from  this  re¬ 
quirement.  However,  they  may  voluntar¬ 
ily  participate  in  the  procedures  of  this 
section  and  are  encouraged  to  do  so.  EPA 
will  notify  the  appropriate  State  and 
areawide  clearinghouse  (s)  of  any  appli¬ 
cations  from  Federally  recognized  Indian 
tribes  upon  their  receipt. 

(b)  Notification  will  normally  precede 
the  preparation  of  the  application.  It  will 
be  mailed  to  the  clearinghouse  at  the 
earliest  feasible  time  to  assure  maximum 
time  for  effective  coordination  and  to 
avoid  delay  in  the  timely  submission  of 
the  completed  application  to  EPA.  Ear¬ 
liest  feasible  time  means  at  such  time 
as  the  applicant  determines  it  will  de¬ 
velop  an  application. 

(c)  The  notification  to  each  clearing¬ 
house  will  be  accompanied  by  a  summary 
description  which  should  include  the  fol¬ 
lowing: 

(1)  Identity  of  the  applicant  agency 
organization,  or  individual. 

(2)  The  geographic  location  of  the 
project  to  be  assisted.  A  map  should 
be  provided,  if  appropriate. 

(3)  A  brief  description  of  the  proposed 
project  by  type,  purpose,  general  size 
or  scale,  estimated  cost,  beneficiaries,  or 
other  characteristics  which  will  enable 
the  clearinghouses  to  identify  agencies 
of  State  or  local  government  having 
plans,  programs,  or  projects  that  might 
be  affected  by  the  proposed  projects. 

(4)  A  statement  as  to  whether  or  not 
the  applicant  has  been  advised  by  EPA 
that  he  will  be  required  to  submit  en¬ 
vironmental  Impact  information  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  proposed  project. 

(5)  The  EPA  program  title  and  num¬ 
ber  under  which  assistance  will  be  sought 
as  indicated  in  the  latest  Catalog  of  Fed¬ 


eral  Domestic  Assistance  (The  Catalog 
is  Issued  annually  in  the  spring  and  is 
updated  during  the  year) .  In  the  case  of 
programs  not  listed  therein,  programs 
will  be  identified  by  Public  Law  number 
or  UJ3.  Code  citation.  Applicants  uncer¬ 
tain  as  to  appropriate  program  identifi¬ 
cation  should  contact  the  EPA  program 
or  grants  administration  office. 

(6)  The  estimated  date  the  applicant 
expects  to  formally  file  an  application. 

(7)  When  available  any  more  detailed 
documentation  describing  the  proposed 
project  (e.g.,  plans  and  preapplication 
material). 

§  30.305—3  Time  limitations. 

(a)  Time  limitations.  (1)  State  and 
areawide  clearinghouse  (s)  may  have  a 
period  of  30  calendar  days  after  receipt 
of  a  project  notification  of  intent  to  ap¬ 
ply  for  assistance  in  which  to  inform 
State  and  multistate  agencies  and  local 
or  regional  governments  or  agencies  that 
may  be  affected  by  the  project,  to  ar¬ 
range,  as  may  be  necessary,  to  consult 
with  the  applicant  thereon  and  to  com¬ 
plete  review  and  submit  comments  to  the 
applicant  If  the  review  cannot  be  com¬ 
pleted  during  this  period,  however,  the 
clearinghouse  (s)  may  work  with  the  ap¬ 
plicant  in  the  resolution  of  any  problems 
raised  by  the  proposed  project  during  the 
period  in  which  the  application  is  being 
completed.  Clearinghouses  are  strongly 
urged  to  notify  applicants  if  they  cannot 
complete  their  review  within  the  30  day 
comment  period. 

(2)  When  no  notification  of  intent  to 
apply  for  assistance  has  been  submitted 
and  the  clearinghouse  has  received  in¬ 
stead  a  completed  application,  it  may 
have  60  calendar  days  from  date  of  re¬ 
ceipt  to  review  the  completed  applica¬ 
tion.  However,  if  clearinghouses  cannot 
complete  their  reviews  within  a  30  cal¬ 
endar  day  period  they  are  strongly  urged 
to  give  the  applicant  formal  notice  to 
that  effect  at  the  beginning  of  the  com¬ 
ment  period.  Where  reviews  have  been 
completed  prior  to  completion  of  an  ap¬ 
plication,  a  copy  of  the  completed  ap¬ 
plication  will  be  supplied  to  the  clearing¬ 
house,  upon  request,  when  the  applica¬ 
tion  is  submitted  to  EPA. 

(b)  Submission  of  Comments.  (1) 
Areawide  clearinghouses  will  include,  as 
attachments  to  their  comments:  (i)  all 
written  comments  submitted  to  the  area- 
wide  clearinghouse  by  other  jurisdictions, 
agencies,  or  parties,  when  they  are  at 
variance  with  the  clearinghouse  com¬ 
ments;  and  (il)  a  list  of  parties  from 
whom  comments  were  solicited. 

(2)  Applicants  will  include  with  the 
completed  application  all  comments  and 
recommendations  made  by  or  through 
clearinghouse  (s),  with  a  statement  that 
such  comments  have  been  considered 
prior  to  submission  of  the  application. 
Where  no  comments  have  been  received 
from  a  clearinghouse (s)  a  statement 
must  be  Included  with  the  application 
that  the  procedures  outlined  in  this  sec¬ 
tion  have  been  followed  and  that  no  com¬ 
ments  or  recommendations  have  been 
received. 


§  30.305—4  EPA  processing. 

(a)  Applications  that  do  not  evidence 
that  both  areawide  and  State  clearing¬ 
houses  have  been  given  an  opportunity  to 
review  the  application  will  be  returned 
to  the  applicant  with  instruction  to  ful¬ 
fill  the  requirements  of  Part  I  of  OMB 
Circular  A-95. 

(b)  Any  comments  accompanying  ap¬ 
plications  must  be  utilized  in  evaluating 
the  applications. 

(c)  EPA  will  notify  clearinghouse (s) 
within  seven  (7)  working  days  of  any 
major  action  taken  on  applications  re¬ 
viewed  by  the  clearinghouse (s)*  Major 
actions  will  Include  awards  (including 
subsequent  Step  2  and  Step  3  awards  for 
wastewater  treatment  projects),  rejec¬ 
tions,  returns  for  amendments,  deferrals, 
or  withdrawals.  The  standard  multipur¬ 
pose  form,  Standard  Form  424,  as  pre¬ 
scribed  by  Federal  Management  Circular 
74-7,  will  be  used  for  this  purpose. 

(d)  Where  a  clearinghouse  has  rec¬ 
ommended  against  approval  of  an  ap¬ 
plication  or  approval  only  wth  specific 
and  major  substantive  changes,  and  EPA 
approves  the  project  without  incorporat¬ 
ing  the  recommendations  of  the  clearing¬ 
house,  EPA  will  provide  the  clearing¬ 
house,  in  writing,  with  an  explanation 
therefor  along  with  the  notice  of  action 
under  subsection  30.305-4c. 

(e)  Where  a  clearinghouse  has  recom¬ 
mended  against  approval  of  a  project  be¬ 
cause  it  conflicts  with  or  duplicates 
another  Federal  or  Federally-assisted 
project,  the  EPA  program  office  review¬ 
ing  the  application  will  consult  with  the 
agency  or  agencies  assisting  the  refer¬ 
enced  projects  prior  to  approving  the  ap¬ 
plication. 

(f )  If  comments  accompanying  an  ap¬ 
plication  from  a  special  purpose  unit  of 
government  indicate  that  a  similar  ap¬ 
plication  is  forthcoming  from  the  gen¬ 
eral  purpose  unit  of  government  in  the 
areas  in  which  the  applicant  and/or  the 
proposed  project  is  located,  preference 
will  be  given  to  the  general  purpose  unit 
as  specified  in  Section  402  of  the  Inter¬ 
governmental  Cooperation  Act  of  1968. 
Where  such  preference  cannot  be  so  ac¬ 
corded,  EPA  will  notify  in  writing,  the 
unit  of  general  local  government  and  the 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget  of  the 
reasons  therefor. 

§  30.305—5  Programs  requiring  state 
plans  and  jointly  funded  projects  (A— 
95  Part  III). 

(a)  Applicability.  This  section  applies 
only  to  Air  Pollution  Control  Program 
Grants  and  Water  Pollution  Control 
State  and  Interstate  Program  Grants  to 
the  extent  that  they  involve  State  plans. 

(b)  Definitions.  (1)  State  Plan.  A  State 
plan  is  a  plan  prepared  by  a  State  agency 
that  Includes  any  required  supporting 
planning  reports  or  documentation  that 
indicates  the  programs,  projects,  and 
activities  for  which  EPA  funds  will  be 
used. 

(2)  Jointly  Funded  Projects.  A  jointly 
funded  project  is  a  project  for  which 
assistance  is  sought,  on  a  combined  or 
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coordinated  basis,  involving  two  or  more 
Federal  programs  or  funding  authorities. 

(c)  Review.  (1)  Prior  to  funding  any 
grant  requiring,  by  statute  or  EPA  ad¬ 
ministrative  regulations,  a  State  plan 
as  a  condition  of  assistance,  the  EPA 
program  office  must  insure  that  the  Gov¬ 
ernor,  or  his  designated  agency,  has  been 
given  the  opportunity  to  comment  on  the 
relationship  of  the  program  to  be  funded 
to  the  State  plan.  EPA  encourages  the 
Governor  to  include  the  appropriate 
areawide  clearinghouse  in  State  plan  re¬ 
view. 

(2)  Prior  to  funding  a  jointly  funded 
project,  the  EPA  program  office  must 
insure  that  the  State  and  area  wide  clear¬ 
inghouse  (s)  have  been  given  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  comment  on  the  relationship  of 
the  proposed  jointly  funded  project  to 
State  or  areawide  comprehensive  plans 
and  programs. 

(d)  Time  Limitations  and  Submission 
of  Comments.  (1)  The  Governor  or  his 
designated  agency  may  have  a  period  of 
45  calendar  days  for  review  and  com¬ 
ment. 

(2)  Applicants  must  secure  and  submit 
with  the  application  comments  received 
pursuant  to  $  30.305-5C.  If  the  applicant 
fails  to  receive  comments  within  the  pre¬ 
scribed  45  calendar  day  period,  a  state¬ 
ment  must  be  included  with  the  appli¬ 
cation  that  the  procedures  outlined  in 
this  section  have  been  followed  and  no 
comments  or  recommendations  have 
been  received. 

§  30.305—6  Coordination  of  planning  in 
multijurisdu'tional  areas  (A— 95,  Part 

IV). 

(a)  Applicability.  This  section  applies 
only  to  Water  Pollution  Control  State 
and  Areawide  Waste  Treatment  Man¬ 
agement  Planning  Grants. 

(b)  Requirements  of  Applicants.  (1) 
Applicants  for  State  and  Areawide 
Waste  Treatment  Management  Planning 
grants  mat  demonstrate  in  the  appli¬ 
cation  that  Am  proposed  activity  is  con¬ 
sistent  and  takes  into  account  the  rela¬ 
tionship  with  affected  State,  local  and 
Federal  programs,  and  with  other  appli¬ 
cable  resource  and  developmental  plan¬ 
ning  programs  in  the  muRi jurisdictional 
areas. 

(I)  For  areawide  designated  planning 
agencies,  the  application  must  ade¬ 
quately: 

(A)  Certify  that  affected  general  pur¬ 
pose  units  of  local  governments  within 
the  boundaries  of  the  designated  plan¬ 
ning  area  have  submitted  or  intend  to 
submit  resolutions  of  intent  to  have  in 
operation  a  coordinated  waste  treatment 
management  system  and  that  such  af¬ 
fected  units  of  local  government  have  the 
legal  authority  to  enter  into  agreements 
for  coordinated  wastewater  manage¬ 
ment. 

(B)  Provide  a  certification  document 
submitted  by  the  State  designated  plan¬ 
ning  agency  which  states  that  the  State 
has  reviewed  the  application  pursuant 
to  40  CFR  35.208-2  (b). 

(II)  For  8tate  designated  planning 
agencies,  the  application  must  show  evi¬ 
dence  that  adequate  communication  was 


mada  with  chief  elected  officials  of  local 
units  of  governments  in  the  designation 
of  local  multijurisdictional  areas. 

(ill)  For  Intrastate  and  interstate  area¬ 
wide  planning  agencies,  the  application 
must  provide  a  certification  document 
submitted  by  the  State  planning  agency 
in  the  State  which  includes  the  largest 
portion  of  the  area’s  population  pursu¬ 
ant  to  40  CFR  35.210-1  (d) . 

(2)  The  completed  application  will  be 
submitted  to  the  Office  of  the  Gover¬ 
nor  (s)  of  the  State (s)  before  it  is  sub¬ 
mitted  to  EPA.  The  Governor  (s)  shall 
have  45  calendar  days  in  which  to  certify 
that  the  proposed  work  complies  or  does 
not  comply  with  all  State  requirements; 
that  the  proposed  planning  work  pro¬ 
gram  is  or  is  not  adequate  and  necessary 
to  accomplish  the  development  of  a  plan; 
that  the  planning  will  or  will  not  dupli¬ 
cate  any  work  which  has  been  done  or  is 
being  done  to  meet  the  facilities  planning 
requirements  of  40  CFR  35.917  through 
35.917-9;  and  that  the  State(s)  either 
recommends  or  does  not  recommend  that 
the  grant  application  should  be  approved 
by  EPA. 

§  30.305—7  Confidential!  information. 

Under  some  programs,  applicants  are 
required  to  submit  confidential  informa¬ 
tion  to  EPA.  Such  information  may  re¬ 
late  to  the  applicant’s  financial  status  or 
structure,  personnel,  or  may  involve  pro¬ 
prietory  information  and  need  not  be  in¬ 
cluded  with  applications  submitted  to 
clearinghouse  (s)  for  review.  EPA’s  poli¬ 
cy  concerning  disclosure  of  Information 
under  the  Freedom  of  Information  Act, 
5  U.S.C.  552,  is  stated  in  40  CFR  Chap¬ 
ter  1,  Part  2. 

§  30.305—8  Specific  requirement*  for 
the  Construction  Grant  Program. 

(a)  General.  Applicants  for  grants  for 
the  planning  or  construction  of  a  waste¬ 
water  treatment  facility  (Ph.  98-909,  40 
CFR  Part  35)  nusi  oooaply  vritti  Mm  Sal¬ 
lowing  specific  requirements.  Where  pro¬ 
vision*  of  this  section  differ  trern  the 
general  A-95  procedures  66*  forth  hi 
other  sections  of  Part  30  the  require¬ 
ments  of  this  section  shall  prevail. 

Cb)  Specifle  Procedures.  (1)  Plans  of 
Study  (POS)  for  facilities  planning  and 
any  related  Step  1  application  materials 
should  be  submitted  to  the  appropriate 
A-95  clearinghouse  prior  to  the  time  for 
formal  submission  to  the  State  and  EPA 
of  application  for  Step  1  assistance.  The 
submission  of  the  POS  and  related  ma¬ 
terials  shall  constitute  a  notification  of 
Intent  to  apply  for  assistance  as  provided 
in  s  30.305-2  and  §  30.305-3  above.  The 
clearinghouse  shall  have  30  calendar  days 
to  review  the  POS  and  related  materials. 
The  comments  of  the  clearinghouse  on 
the  POS  should  then  accompany  the  ap¬ 
plication  through  the  review  process.  The 
POS  should  be  sent  to  the  clearinghouse 
sufficiently  early  to  avoid  delays  in  the 
later  submission  of  the  Step  1  applica¬ 
tion. 

(2)  Thirty  (30)  calendar  or  more  days 
prior  to  the  public  hearing  on  the  draft 
facility  plan,  or.  If  no  public  hearing  is 
held,  a  reasonable  time  before  submit¬ 


tal  of  a  facility  plan  to  the  State  and 
EPA  for  approval,  the  draft  facility  plan, 
and  any  associated  grant  application  ma¬ 
terials,  should  be  submitted  to  the  A-95 
clearinghouse  for  a  second  review.  The 
submission  of  the  draft  facility  plan  and 
related  materials  shall  constitute  a  noti¬ 
fication  of  intent  to  apply  for  assistance 
as  provided  in  S  30.305-2  and  8  30.305-3 
above.  The  clearinghouse  shall  have  30 
calendar  days  to  review  the  draft  facility 
plan. 

(3)  Any  prior  clearinghouse  com¬ 
ments  on  the  facility  plan  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  as  part  of  the  application  for  any 
subsequent  Step  2  or  Step  3  grant.  EPA 
will  notify  the  clearinghouse  of  subse¬ 
quent  Step  2  or  Step  3  awards  within  7 
work  days  after  grant  award.  Where  an 
application  is  approved  over  clearing¬ 
house  objections,  an  explanation  must 
be  furnished  to  the  clearinghouse  as  to 
why  any  specific  recommendation  was 
not  followed. 

(4)  Once  A-95  review  has  been  ob¬ 
tained  on  a  POS  and  a  Step  1  facility 
plan,  no  further  A-95  review  of  the  Step 
2  and  Step  3  applications,  which  imple¬ 
ment  the  plan,  will  be  required  except 
(i)  when  there  are  significant  departures 
from  or  additions  to  what  was  covered 
in  the  Step  1  facility,  (ii)  when  the  clear¬ 
inghouse  requests  opportunity  for  addi¬ 
tional  review  on  a  specific  project,  or 
(iii)  when  State  policy  requires  addi¬ 
tional  A-95  review  of  Step  2  or  3  grant 
applications.  The  clearinghouse  shall 
have  30  calendar  days  to  make  these  ad¬ 
ditional  reviews,  when  required.” 

17.  Section  30.710(d)  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  30.710  Federal  rost  principle*. 

•  *  •  •  • 

(d)  For  all  other  grants  and  sub¬ 
agreements.  Federal  Procurement  Regu¬ 
lations  (41  CFR  Ch.  I,  Subpart  1-15.2  or 
1—28.4,  m  appropriate)  provide,  to  the 
gnat— *  practical  orient,  comparable 
pnneiptos  and  procedures  for  use  in  cost- 
reimbursement  for  all  other  grants  and 
subagreements. 

18.  Seotiea  30.715-2  is  revised  to  read 

as  follows:  « 

§  30.715—2  Indircrl  costs. 

Indirect  costs  are  those  incurred  for 
a  common  or  Joint  purpose  but  benefit¬ 
ing  more  than  one  cost  objective,  and  not 
readily  identifiable  to  the  cost  objectives 
specifically  benefited.  Federal  Manage¬ 
ment  Circulars  73-6  and  74-4  govern  the 
methods  that  may  be  used  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  amount  of  grantee  departmental 
indirect  cost  allocable  to  a  grant  pro¬ 
gram.  These  directives  provide  for  the 
assignment  of  cognizance  to  single  Fed¬ 
eral  Departments  and  agencies  for  con¬ 
ducting  indirect  cost  negotiations  and 
audits  at  educational  institutions  and 
State  and  local  governments.  Procedures 
governing  the  application  and  disposi¬ 
tion  of  indirect  costs  for  subagreements 
with  commercial  organizations  and 
architectural  and  engineering  firms  are 
covered  by  41  CFR  1-15.2  and  1-15.4  re¬ 
spectively.  The  rate(s)  negotiated  by  the 
cognizant  Federal  agency  are  normally 
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accepted  by  all  Federal  agencies.  Orga¬ 
nizations  not  covered  by  the  above  direc¬ 
tives  may  have  rates  established  by 
negotiation  with  EPA  or  another  Federal 
agency.  The  following  guidance  Is  fur¬ 
nished: 

(a)  EPA  uses  the  latest  available 
negotiated  rate  as  a  basis  for  computing 
indirect  costs  for  the  applicant.  In  those 
cases  where  the  grantee’s  approved  in¬ 
direct  cost  rate  is  a  provisional  rate,  sub¬ 
ject  to  later  finalization  after  the  actual 
costs  for  the  applicable  fiscal  period  are 
known,  the  amount  budgeted  for  indirect 
costs  shall  not  exceed  the  amount  de¬ 
rived  under  the  provisional  rate  con¬ 
tained  in  the  grant  agreement,  for  the 
current  budget  period. 

(b)  A  special  indirect  cost  rate  may  be 
applied  to  a  project  (or  portion  of  a 
project)  to  be  carried  out  at  an  off-cam¬ 
pus  or  off -site  location.  A  special  indirect 
cost  rate  may  be  negotiated  for  a  large 
nonrecurring  project  when  such  project 
costs  would  distort  the  normal  direct  cost 
base  used  in  computing  the  overhead 
rate. 

§  30.720  Co«l  sharing. 

19.  Delete  the  first  sentence  in  $  30.720 
(a)  and  substitute  the  following: 

(a)  Except  as  may  be  otherwise  pro¬ 
vided  by  law  or  this  Subchapter,  EPA 
grantees  must  share  project  costs.  •  •  • 
*  *  •  «  ♦ 


PART  35— STATE  AND  LOCAL 
ASSISTANCE 

20.  Add  paragraph  (h>  at  the  end  of 
§  35.315-2: 

§  35.315—2  Application  requirement.-. 

*  *  #  *  » 

(h)  Assure  compliance  with  all  appli¬ 
cable  requirements  of  Office  of  Manage¬ 
ment  and  Budget  (OMB)  Circular  A-95, 
pursuant  to  8  30.305  of  this  subchapter. 

§  35.555  [Amended] 

21.  Section  35.555(b)(3)  is  revised  to 
read  as  follows: 

•  t  •  *  • 

(b)  *  •  • 

(b)  Pursuant  to  8  30.305  of  this  sub¬ 
chapter,  the  final  program  shall  reflect 
comments  received  through  the  State 
office  with  clearinghouse  responsibilities. 
It  shall  also  present  evidence  of  partici¬ 
pation  by  the  agencies  responsible  for 
statewide  land  use  planning,  or  general 
or  comprehensive  planning. 

§  35.562  [Amended] 

22.  Section  35.562(b)  (Promulgated  at 
40  FR  17698  on  April  27,  1976) ,  is  revised 
to  read  as  follows: 

•  •  •  •  • 

(b)  A  final  program  (grant  applica¬ 
tion)  by  September  1  for  each  fiscal  year 
consisting  of  the  initial  program  (not 
Including  the  final  State  project  prior¬ 
ity  list  to  be  submitted  pursuant  to  8  35  - 
563(b))  described  In  8  35.562(a),  modi¬ 
fied  as  appropriate  to  reflect  the  results 
of  public  participation,  and  comments  of 
the  Regional  Administrator.  In  addition, 
all  agencies  applying  for  grants  under 
this  section  must  comply  with  all  appli¬ 
cable  requirements  of  Office  of  Manage¬ 


ment  and  Budget  (OMB)  Circular  No. 
A-95,  pursuant  to  8  30.305  of  this  sub¬ 
chapter. 

23.  Section  35.926-3 (a)  (3)  and  (b)  (8) 
are  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  35.920—3  Contents  of  application. 

(a)  •  •  • 

(3)  Required  comments  or  approvals  of 
relevant  State,  local,  and  Federal  agen¬ 
cies,  including  clearinghouse  require¬ 
ments  of  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget  Circular  A-95,  as  revised  (see 
8  30.305  of  this  subchapter) . 

(b)  *  •  • 

(8)  Required  comments  or  approvals 
of  relevant  State,  local,  and  Federal 
agencies,  including  clearinghouse  re¬ 
quirements  of  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget  Circular  A-95,  as  revised  (see 
8  30.305  of  this  subchapter) . 

•  •  •  •  • 

24.  Section  35.935-15  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows : 

§  35.935—15  Utilization  of  small  and 
minority  businesses. 

Positive  efforts  shall  be  made  by 
grantees  to  utilize  small  business  and 
minority-owned  business  sources  of  sup¬ 
plies  and  service.  Such  efforts  should  al¬ 
low  these  sources  the  maximum  feasible 
opportunity  to  complete  for  subagree¬ 
ments  and  contracts  to  be  performed 
utilizing  Federal  grant  funds. 

In  Appendixes  C-l  and  C-2  to  40  CFR 
Part  35  Subpart  E,  appearing  on  pages 
9340  through  9344  of  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  of  March  4,  1976,  the  following 
editorial  corrections  are  made: 

Appendix  C— 1  [Amended] 

25.  In  Appendix  C-l,  clause  6,  in  para¬ 
graph  (a) ,  the  word  “owner”  in  the  fifth 
line  should  read  “Owner";  in  paragraph 
(b),  the  word  “Agreement”  in  the  third 
line  should  read  “agreement";  and  in 
paragraph  (c),  the  word  “counter¬ 
claims”  starting  on  the  eleventh  line 
should  read  “counter-claim”. 

26.  In  Appendix  C-l.  clause  10,  in  the 
parenthetical  phrase  following  the  head¬ 
ing,  the  figure  “$1,00,000.00"  appearing 
in  the  third  line  should  read  “$100,000”; 
in  paragraph  (a),  insert  a  comma  after 
the  word  “profit”  in  the  second  line;  and 
in  the  parenthetical  paragraph  following 
paragraph  (b),  the  word  “Architect- 
Engineer”  appearing  in  the  fifth  and 
eighth  lines  should  read  “Engineer"  in 
both  places.  ~ 

27.  In  Appendix  C-l,  clause  12,  para¬ 
graph  (d)  should  end  with  the  semicolon 
in  the  fourth  line  and  the  remainder  of 
the  paragraph,  beginning  with  the  word 
“and"  should  start  a  new  line  at  the 
margin. 

28.  In  Appendix  C-l,  clause  12,  delete 
the  “8”  in  the  third  line. 

29.  In  Appendix  C-l,  clause  18.  para¬ 
graph  (b),  insert  the  word  “the”  be¬ 
tween  the  words  “to”  and  “engineer”  in 
the  tenth  line. 

Appendix  C-2  [Amended] 

30.  In  Appendix  C-2,  clause  2,  In  para¬ 
graph  (a),  change  the  word  “agreement" 


in  the  fifth  line  to  “contract”;  in  para¬ 
graph  (b) ,  the  word  “contractor”  on  the 
third  line  should  read  “Contractor”;  and 
in  paragraph  (f),  the  word  “contractor" 
in  the  twentieth  line  should  read  “Con¬ 
tractor”. 

31.  In  Appendix  C-2,  clause  4,  the  word 
“contractor”  in  the  first  line  should  read 
“Contractor”:  paragraph  (d)  should  end 
with  the  semicolon  in  the  fourth  line  and 
the  remainder  of  the  paragraph,  begin¬ 
ning  with  the  word  “and”  should  start  a 
new  line  at  the  margin;  and  in  para¬ 
graph  (d)  the  word  “Enpineer”  in  the 
fourth  line  should  be  changed  to  read 
“Contractor". 

32.  In  Appendix  C-2,  clause  6,  the  word 
“contractor”  in  the  ninth  line  should 
read  “Contractor”. 

33.  In  Appendix  C-2,  clause  10,  in  para¬ 
graph  (b)(2),  insert  the  word  “the”  be¬ 
tween  the  words  “means”  and  “Federal” 
in  the  first  line;  in  paragraph  (b)  (3)  the 
word  “Clean”  in  the  ninth  line  should  be 
deleted;  in  paragraph  (b)(3)  the  sec¬ 
ond  closing  parentheses  should  be 
deleted  after  the  phrase  “Section  111(d)  ” 
in  the  eleventh  line;  in  paragraph  (b)  (4) , 
the  word  “state”  in  the  seventh  line 
should  read  “State”;  and  in  paragraph 
(b)(5),  the  word  “requirement"  in  the 
eighth  line  should  read  “requirements”. 


PART  40— RESEARCH  AND 
DEMONSTRATION  GRANTS 

34.  Delete  8  40.135-1  (b)  (1)  and  (2) 
and  insert  the  following : 

§  40.135—1  Preapplication  coordination. 

(b)  Demonstration  grants.  All  appli¬ 
cants  for  demonstration  grants  must 
comply  with  all  applicable  requirements 
of  Office  of  Management  and  Budget 
(OMB)  Circular  No.  A-95  as  revised,  see 
8  30.305  of  this  subchapter. 

[FR  Doc  76-14649  Filed  5-19-76:8:45  amj 


[FRL  509-3] 

PART  60— STANDARDS  OF  PERFORM¬ 
ANCE  FOR  NEW  STATIONARY  SOURCES 

Ferroalloy  Production  Facilities 
Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  76-12814  appearing  at  page 
18498  in  the  Federal  Register  of  Tues¬ 
day,  May  4,  1976  the  following  correc¬ 
tions  should  be  made: 

1.  On  page  18498,  second  oolumn,  last 
paragraph  designated  “(1)”,  second  line, 
fourth  word  should  read  "representa¬ 
tiveness”. 

2.  On  page  18501,  first  column,  the  sub¬ 
part  heading  immediately  preceding  the 
text,  should  read  “Subpart  Z — Standards 
of  Performance  for  Ferroalloy  Produc¬ 
tion  Facilities”. 

3.  On  page  18501,  in  8  60.260,  second 
column,  fourth  line  from  the  top,  the 
third  word  should  read  “slllcomanga-". 

4.  On  page  18501,  second  column.  In 

8  60.261  (1),  second  line,  third  weed 
should  read  “evolution”.  , 

5.  On  page  18503,  third  column.  In 
8  60.266(h)  the  equation  should  have  ap¬ 
peared  as  follows: 
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|  OPP— 260019;  FRL  545-8] 

SUBCHAPTER  E— PESTICIDE  PROGRAMS 

PART  180— TOLERANCES  AND  EXEMP¬ 
TIONS  FROM  TOLERANCES  FOR  PESTI¬ 
CIDE  CHEMICALS  IN  OR  ON  RAW  AGRI¬ 
CULTURAL  COMMODITIES 

Oxamyl 

The  Environmental  Protection  Agency 
<EPA)  promulgated  regulations  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  establishment  of  tolerances 
for  the  pesticide  oxamyl  in  Title  40  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part 
180,  Subpart  C,  §  180.303,  These  regu¬ 
lations  appeared  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  October  14,  1975  (40  FR  48133). 

This  pesticide  chemical  is  a  member 
of  the  class  of  cholinesterase-inhibiting 
pesticides  and  was  so  identified  at  the 
time  the  tolerances  were  established. 
Pesticides  which  have  been  identified  as 
cholinesterase-inhibitors  are  listed  in  40 
CFR  180.3(e)(5).  This  list  is  being 
amended  at  this  time  by  alphabetically 
inserting  the  pesticide  chemical  oxamyl. 

The  Agency  is  amending  40  CFR  180.3 
effective  May  20,  1976  to  read  as  follows. 

(Sec.  408(e)  of  the  Federal  Pood,  Drug,  and 
Coemetic  Act  (21  TJ.S.C.  34fla) .) 

Dated:  May  13,1976. 

Edwin  L.  Johnson, 
Deputy  Assistant  Administrator 
for  Pesticide  Programs. 

Section  180.3  is  amended  by  alpha¬ 
betically  inserting  oxamyl  (methyl  N',N'- 
dimethyl  -  N  -  [methylcarbamoyDoxy]  - 
1-thiooxamimidate)  into  40  CFR  180.3 
(e)  (5)  as  follows: 

§  180.3  Tolerances  for  related  pesticide 
chemicals. 

•  •  •  •  * 

(e)  •  •  • 

(5)  •  •  • 

Naled*  •  • 

Oxamyl  (methyl  N',N'-dimethyl-N- 
[( methylcarbamoyDoxy!)  -  1  -  thioox- 
amimldate) 

Partition  •  •  • 

•  •  •  •  • 

[FR  Doc.78-14646  Filed  5-19-76; 8:45  am] 
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SUBCHAPTER  N— EFFLUENT  GUIDELINES 
AND  STANDARDS 

PART  457— EXPLOSIVES  MANUFACTUR¬ 
ING  POINT  SOURCE  CATEGORY 

Extension  of  Comment  Period  and 
Notice  of  Availability 

On  March  9,  1976  the  Agency  pub¬ 
lished  a  notice  of  Interim  final  rulemak¬ 
ing  (41  FR  10180)  establishing  effluent 
limitations  and  guidelines  for  the  explo¬ 
sives  manufacturing  point  source  cate¬ 
gory,  based  upon  use  of  best  practicable 
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control  technology  currently  available. 
The  due  date  for  comments  provided  in 
the  notice  was  April  8,  1976. 

The  Agency  anticipated  that  the  docu¬ 
ment  entitled  “Development  Document 
for  Interim  Final  Effluent  Limitations 
Guidelines  and  Proposed  New  Source 
Performance  Standards  for  the  Explo¬ 
sives  Manufacturing  Point  Source  Cate¬ 
gory,”  which  contains  information  on  the 
analysis  undertaken  in  support  of  the 
regulations,  would  be  available  to  the 
public  throughout  the  comment  period. 
Production  difficulties  delayed  the  avail¬ 
ability  of  this  document.  Copies  of  the 
document  are  now  available  and  have 
been  forwarded  to  those  persons  having 
submitted  written  requests  to  the  En¬ 
vironmental  Protection  Agency.  A  limited 
number  of  additional  copies  are  available 
for  distribution  from  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  Effluent  Guidelines 
Division,  Washington,  D.C.  20460,  Atten¬ 
tion:  Distribution  Officer,  WH-552. 

Accordingly,  the  date  for  submission  of 
comments  is  hereby  extended  to  June  21, 
1976. 

Dated:  May  14,  1976. 

John  T.  Rhett, 

Acting  Assistant  Administrator 
for  Water  and  Hazardous  Materials. 

IFR  Doc.76-14648  Filed  6-I9-76;8:45  am] 


Title  47 — Telecommunication 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL 
COMMUNICATIONS  COMMISSION 

[FCC  76-429) 

PART  63— EXTENSION  OF  LINES  AND 
DISCONTINUANCE  OF  SERVICE  BY  CAR¬ 
RIERS 

Application  Procedures 

1.  The  Commission  has  reviewed  Part 
63  of  its  rules  and  has  determined  that 
a  number  of  changes  are  needed  to  up¬ 
date  the  rules  and  clarify  various  mat¬ 
ters.  We  believe  these  rule  modifications 
will  improve  the  processing  procedures 
and  simplify  the  filing  and  consideration 
of  section  214  applications.  Several  of 
these  changes  are  briefly  discussed  be¬ 
low. 

2.  Sections  63.02, 63.03, 63.04,  and  63.05 
of  the  rules  are  amended  to  increase  cer¬ 
tain  construction,  installation,  and  lease 
costs  which  establish  upper  limits  on  the 
proposed  small  projects  with  respect  to 
extensions,  supplementation  of  facilities, 
temporary  or  emergency  service,  and  the 
commencement  and  completion  of  con¬ 
struction.  This  change  is  made  in  recog¬ 
nition  of  the  inflation  in  costs  of  facil¬ 
ities  and  to  more  fairly  relate  lease  costs 
to  construction  costs.  A  subparagraph 
will  be  added  to  §  63.01  to  refer  to  the 
environmental  requirements  in  Subpart  I 
of  Part  1  of  the  Commission’s  Rules.  Also, 
applicants  will  be  required  to  submit  air¬ 
line  mileage  between  terminal  commu¬ 
nities  for  the  computation  of  applicable 
grant  fees,  in  accordance  with  our  recent 
amendment  of  Subpart  G  of  Part  1  of 


the  Commission’s  Rules  relating  to  the 
schedule  of  fees.1 

3.  Section  63.52  of  the  rules,  Copies  re¬ 
quired;  fees,  will  be  amended  by  reducing 
the  number  of  copies  of  applications  to  be 
submitted  as  requested  in  paragraph  (a) , 
and  by  adding  new  paragraphs  (b)  and 
(c)  to  specify  filing  periods  for  petitions 
and  responsive  pleadings.  Heretofore  the 
filing  periods  for  petitions  against  appli¬ 
cations  filed  pursuant  to  section  214  of 
the  Communications  Act  and  Part  63  of 
the  rules  have  generally  been  established 
by  the  Commission’s  public  notice  of  ap¬ 
plications  accepted  for  filing.  We  believe 
that  for  purposes  of  consistency  and 
clarity,  it  is  valuable  to  specify  in  Part 
63  these  pleading  periods.  Section  63.52, 
as  amended,  specifies  a  30-day  period  for 
the  filing  of  petitions  to  deny  applica¬ 
tions.  The  applicant  may  file  an  opposi¬ 
tion  to  any  petition  to  deny,  and  the  peti¬ 
tioner  may  file  a  reply  to  such  opposition 
within  the  time  specified  by  §  1.45  and 
allegations  of  fact  of  denials  thereof 
shall  similarly  be  supported  by  affidavit. 

4.  Sections  63.03  and  63.04  are  revised 
to  change  the  effective  grant  date  from 
the  current  15th  day  to  the  21st  day  fol¬ 
lowing  the  date  of  filing  applications 
pursuant  to  such  sections,  to  permit 
additional  processing  time  by  the  Com¬ 
mission.  We  are  expanding  §  63.03  to 
clarify  the  circumstances  under  which 
the  authorization  of  facilities  as  supple¬ 
mental  small  projects  will  be  considered 
appropriate  under  this  section.  Also. 
§  63.51  is  revised  to  specify  that  if  an 
applicant  fails  to  respond  to  official  cor¬ 
respondence  or  request  for  additional 
market,  the  application  will  be  dismissed 
without  prejudice. 

5.  Section  63.50  is  added  to  speedy 
procedures  for  amending  applications 
filed  under  Part  63  of  the  rules.  This 
addition  is  necessary  to  eliminate  any 
uncertainties  with  respect  to  procedures 
for  filing  amendments  to  application 
submitted. 

6.  Authority  for  these  changes  is  con¬ 
tained  in  section  4  (i)  and  (j)  and  303 
(r)  of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934, 
as  amended.  (47  U.S.C.  154  (i)  and  (j), 
303(r)).  Because  they  reflect  only  pro¬ 
cedural  changes  and  since  early  imple¬ 
mentation  would  simplify  and  expedite 
the  processing  of  applications,  compli¬ 
ance  with  the  prior  notice  and  effective 
date  provision  of  5  U.S.C.  533  is  not  re¬ 
quired. 

7.  In  view  of  the  foregoing,  it  is 
ordered,  effective  May  26,  1976,  That 
Part  63  of  the  Commission’s  rules  and 
Regulations  is  amended  as  set  forth  be¬ 
low. 

(Secs.  4,  303,  48  St&t.,  as  amended,  1066,  1082; 
47  U.S.C.  154,  303.) 

Adopted:  May  11, 1976. 

Released:  May  18, 1976. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 


1  Bee  Report  and  Order  In  Docket  No.  19658, 
released  January  20. 1976,  60  F.C.C.  3d  906. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  41,  NO.  99— THURSDAY,  MAY  20,  1976 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


20661 


Part  63  of  Title  47  of  the  Code  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Regulations  Is  amended  to  read  as 
follows : 

1.  In  S  63.01  the  Introductory  para¬ 
graph  and  paragraphs  (e)  and  (1>  are 
revised,  and  a  new  paragraph  (q)  Is 
added  to  read  as  follows: 

§  63.01  (kmtents  of  application*. 

Except  as  otherwise  provided  In  tills 
part,  any  party  proposing  to  undertake 
any  construction  of  a  new  line,  extension 
of  any  line,  acquisition,  lease,  or  opera¬ 
tion  of  any  line  or  extension  thereof  or 
engage  in  transmission  over  or  by  means 
of  such  line,  for  which  authority  is  re¬ 
quired  under  the  provisions  of  Section 
214  of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934, 
as  amended,  shall  request  such  authority 
by  formal  application  which  shall  be  ac¬ 
companied  by  a  statement  showing  how 
the  proposed  construction,  etc.  will 
serve  the  public  interest,  convenience, 
and  necessity.  Such  statement  must  in¬ 
clude  the  following  information  as  ap¬ 
plicable: 

•  •  •  *  * 

(e>  A  statement  as  to  whether  the 
facilities  covered  by  the  application  will 
be  used  to  extend  communication  service 
into  territory  at  present  not  directly 
served  by  the  applicant  or  to  supplement 
existing  facilities  of  the  applicant,  and 
the  nature  and  classification  of  the  com¬ 
munication  services  to  be  provided  Ce.g. 

, telephone,  telegraph,  facsimile,  data, 
private  line,  voice,  television  relay,  etc.) ; 
•  •  #  *  # 

<i>  Applicant’s  present  and  estimated 
future  requirements,  both  for  the  route 
of  the  proposed  facilities  and  for  routes 
from  which  any  rerouting  to  the  pro¬ 
posed  facilities  is  contemplated  within 
the  period  of  the  estimate.  Where  60 
domestic  circuits  or  more  are  to  be  de¬ 
rived  from  the  proposed  construction, 
acquisition,  or  lease,  list  the  principal 
circuit  groups  currently  operated,  the 
number  of  circuits  in  each  group,  and  the 
estimate  number  of  circuits  required  in 
each  group  to  meet  the  load  demands 
for  the  ensuing  one  year,  two  year,  or 
five  year  period,  as  may  be  appropriate 
in  order  to  provide  adequate  justification 
for  said  increases,  including  current 
traffic  load  trends,  as  indicated  by 
periodic  traffic  load  studies. 

•  •  *  •  • 

(q)  A  statement  whether  any  new  con¬ 
struction  would  be  considered  a  major 
action  under  the  Commission’s  environ¬ 
mental  rules.  If  a  major  action  is  in¬ 
volved,  attach  an  environmental  state¬ 
ment.  (See  Subpart  I  of  Part  1  of  this 
chapter.) 

2.  Section  63.02  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  63.02  Special  provision*  relating  to  ex¬ 
tensions  involving  small  projects. 

Applications  involving  extension  of 
service  Into  domestic  territory  at  present 
not  directly  served  by  the  applicant  by 
the  construction,  acquisition,  or  opera¬ 
tion  of  facilities,  the  cost  of  which  to 
the  applicant  does  not  exceed  $50,000  or 
the  annual  rental  of  which  does  not 
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exceed  $10,000,  may  omit  the  information 
called  for  by  I  63.01  that  is  clearly  not 
relevant  to  such  extension.  (Normally 
the  information  required  by  §  63.01(h) 

(1),  (h)(2),  (i),  (J),  and  (k)(l)  may  be 
omitted.)  At  minimum,  the  application 
shall  contain  a  general  description  of  the 
existing  and  proposed  facilities,  points 
of  service,  and  cost.  ' 

3.  Section  63.03  is  revised  and  para¬ 
graphs  (d)  and  (e)  are  added  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  63.03  Special  provision*  relating  to 
small  projects  for  supplementing  of 

■  facilities. 

(a)  Facilities  authorized  under  this 
section  are  limited  to  those  that  supple¬ 
ment  existing  facilities.  Excluded  from 
consideration  under  this  section  are  ap¬ 
plications  that  would  involve: 

(1) A  new  or  modified  service; 

(2)  One  or  more  points  of  service  not 
previously  authorized  to  the  applicant 
for  the  type  of  service  involved; 

(3)  New  transmission  facilities  (ex¬ 
cluding  supplemental  radio  transmitters) 
over  which  applicant  has  not  previously 
received  authority  under  Part  63 ; 

(4)  A  major  action  under  the  environ¬ 
mental  rules  (Part  1,  Subpart  I  of  this 
chapter) ; 

(5)  International  channels  exceeding 
7  voice  grade  circuits  for  voice  carriers 
or  2  voice  grade  circuits  for  record  car¬ 
riers;  or 

(6)  Domestic  channels  where  the  con¬ 
struction  or  acquisition  cost  exceeds 
$500,000  or  where  the  annual  rental  ex¬ 
ceeds  $100,000. 

(b)  Applications  submitted  under  this 
section  shall  be  clearly  identified  as  re¬ 
questing  authority  pursuant  to  this  sec¬ 
tion  and  the  original  shall  be  accom¬ 
panied  by  two  copies.  The  application 
shall  contain  a  statement  showing  how 
the  proposed  acquisition,  lease,  opera¬ 
tion  or  construction  would  serve  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest,  convenience,  and  necessity. 
Such  statement  must  include  informa¬ 
tion  concerning: 

(1)  The  terminal  communities  between 
which  the  proposed  facilities  are  to  be 
located; 

(2)  A  statement  as  to  the  type  of  com¬ 
munications  services  which  will  be  pro¬ 
vided  on  the  proposed  facilities ; 

(3)  The  need  for  the  proposed  con¬ 
struction,  acquisition,  lease  or  operation; 

(4)  A  description  of  the  proposed  fa¬ 
cilities  giving  the  number  of  each  type 
of  communication  channel  to  be  pro¬ 
vided  thereby; 

(5)  The  estimated  construction  cost, 
annual  rental,  or  purchase  price,  as  ap¬ 
propriate  for  the  proposed  facilities; 

(6)  The  route  mileage  of  the  facilities 
involved  (excluding  leased  facilities)  and 
airline  mileage  between  terminal  com¬ 
munities  in  the  proposed  project;  and 

(7)  The  accounting  to  be  performed 
by  the  carrier  with  respect  to  the  pro¬ 
posed  project. 

(c)  In  addition  to  the  requirements  of 
paragraph  (b),  applications  Involving 
overseas  circuits  shall: 

(1)  Cite  by  file  number  and  date  of 
adoption  a  currently  effective  Commis¬ 
sion  Order  granted  pursuant  to  §  63.01 
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granting  the  applicant  authority  to  ac¬ 
quire  like  facilities  for  the  provision  of 
service  between  the  points  for  which  au¬ 
thority  for  additional  circuitry  is  being 
requested.  Where  the  applicant  has  been 
granted  a  currently  effective  authoriza¬ 
tion  (Blanket  Order)  which  specifies  in 
an  appendix  to  that  Commission  Order 
all  or  most  of  the  facilities  of  a  specific 
type  (e.g.  satellite  circuits  provided  by 
satellites  over  a  given  ocean  basin,  cir¬ 
cuits  in  a  single  submarine  cable  system, 
etc.) ,  the  applicant  has  been  authorized 
to  use  to  serve  the  ocean  basin,  area  or 
country  to  which  applicant  is  seeking  to 
acquire  supplemental  facilities,  the  ap¬ 
plicant  shall  cite  that  authorization. 

(2)  Contain  a  specific  statement  that 
applicant  will  construct,  acquire  and/or 
operate  the  requested  facilities  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  terms  and  conditions 
of  the  Order  cited  pursuant  to  (1)  above. 

(3)  When  the  Commission  Order  cited 
pursuant  to  (1)  above  is  a  Blanket  Au¬ 
thorization,  applicant  shall  submit  a  re¬ 
vised  Appendix  showing  the  changes 
thereto  which  will  occur  on  grant  of  its 
application. 

(d)  Such  supplementing  of  facilities 
shall  be  deemed  to  have  been  authorized 
by  the  Commission  effective  as  of  the  21st 
day  following  the  date  of  filing  of  such 
application  unless  cm  or  before  the  21st 
day  the  Commission  shall  notify  the  ap¬ 
plicant  to  the  contrary.  Where  supple¬ 
mental  facilities  are  authorized  under 
this  section,  they  shall  be  considered 
subject  to  the  same  terms  and  ednditions, 
if  any,  that  the  Commission  has  imposed 
upon  a  prior  authorization  which  is 
being  supplemented. 

(e)  Any  carrier  may  request  continu¬ 
ing  authority,  subject  to  termination  by 
the  Commission  at  any  time  upon  10 
days’  notice  to  the  carrier,  or  commence 
small  projects  for  the  supplementing  of 
existing  facilities.  Such  an  application 
shall  set  forth  the  need  for  such  author¬ 
ity;  however,  it  shall  not  be  considered 
granted  pursuant  to  paragraph  (d)  of 
this  section.  Upon  authorization  of  such 
continuing  authority  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  the  carrier  may  commence  small 
projects  subject  to  the  limitations  set 
forth  in  Paragraph  (a)  of  this  section, 
except  that  the  construction,  installation 
and  acquisition  cost  for  each  project 
shall  be  limited  to  $35,000  or  an  annual 
rental  of  $7,000.  Moreover,  not  later  than 
the  30th  day  following  the  end  of  each  6 
month  period  covered  by  such  authority, 
the  carrier  shall  file  a  statement  in  writ¬ 
ing  making  reference  to  this  paragraph 
and  setting  forth,  with  respect  to  each 
project  (construction,  installation,  ac¬ 
quisition,  lease.  Including  any  renewal 
thereof,  and  operation)  which  was  com¬ 
menced  thereunder,  the  following  infor¬ 
mation  : 

(1)  The  type  of  facility  constructed, 
installed,  acquired,  or  leased; 

(2)  The  route  mileage  thereof  (exclud¬ 
ing  leased  facilities) ; 

(3)  The  terminal  communities  served 
and  airline  mileage  between  such  com¬ 
munities; 
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(4)  The  cost  thereof,  Including  con¬ 
struction,  installation,  acquisition,  or 
lease;  and 

(5)  Where  appropriate,  the  name  of 
the  lessor  company  and  the  dates  of 
commencement  and  termination  of  the 
lease. 

4.  Section  63.04  (b),  (c)  and  (d)  are 
revised  to  read  as  follows : 

§  63.04  Special  provisions  relating  to 
temporary  or  emergency  serv  ice. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(b)  Requests  for  immediate  authority 
for  temporary  service  or  for  emergency 
service  may  be  made  by  letter  or  tele¬ 
gram  setting  forth  why  such  immediate 
authority  is  required,  the  nature  of  the 
emergency,  the  type  of  facilities  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  used,  the  route  mileage  there¬ 
of,  the  terminal  communities  to  be 
served,  and  airline  mileage  between  such 
communities;  how  these  points  are  pres¬ 
ently  being  served  by  the  applicant  or 
other  carriers,  the  need  for  the  pro¬ 
posed  service,  the  cost  involved  including 
any  rentals,  the  date  on  which  the  serv¬ 
ice  is  to  begin,  and  where  known,  the 
date  or  approximate  date  on  which  the 
service  is  to  terminate. 

(c)  Without  regard  to  the  other  re¬ 
quirements  of  this  part,  and  by  applica¬ 
tion  setting  forth  the  need  therefor,  any 
carrier  may  request  continuing  author¬ 
ity,  subject  to  termination  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  at  any  time  upon  10  days’  notice 
to  the  carrier,  to  provide  temporary  or 
emergency  service  by  the  cons  traction  or 
Installation  of  facilities  where  the  esti¬ 
mated  construction,  installation,  and 
acquisition  costs  do  not  exceed  635,000 
or  an  annual  rental  of  not  more  than 
$14)90  provided  that  such  project  does 
not  Involve  a  major  action  under  the 
Commission’s  environmental  rules.  (See 
8ubpart  I  of  Part  1  of  this  chapter.) 
Any  carrier  to  which  continuing  author¬ 
ity  has  been  granted  under  this  para¬ 
graph  shall,  not  later  than  the  30th  day 
following  the  end  of  each  6-month  period 
covered  by  such  authority,  file  with  the 
Commission  a  statement  in  writing  mak¬ 
ing  reference  to  this  paragraph  and  set¬ 
ting  forth,  with- respect  to  each  project 
(construction,  installation,  lease,  includ¬ 
ing  any  renewals  thereof),  which  was 
commenced  or,  in  the  case  of  leases,  en¬ 
tered  into  under  such  authority,  and 
renewal  or  renewals  thereof  which  were 
In  continuous  effect  for  a  period  of  more 
than  one  week,  the  following  informa¬ 
tion; 

(1)  The  type  of  facility  constructed. 
Installed,  or  leased; 

(2)  The  route  mileage  thereof  (ex¬ 
cluding  leased  facilities) ; 

(3)  The  terminal  communities  served 
and  the  airline  mileage  between  terminal 
comm  unties  in  the  proposed  project; 

(4)  The  cost  thereof,  including  con¬ 
struction,  installation,  or  lease; 

(5)  Where  appropriate,  the  name  of 
the  lessor  company,  and  the  dates  of 
commencement  and  termination  of  the 
lease. 

<d)  (I)  A  request  may  be  made  by  any 
carrier  for  continuing  authority  to  lease 
and  operate,  during  any  emergency 


when  its  regular  facilities  become  In¬ 
operative  or  inadequate  to  handle  its 
traffic,  facilities  of  any  other  carrier  be¬ 
tween  points  between  which  applicant  is 
authorized  to  communicate  by  radio 
for  the  transmission  of  traffic  which  ap¬ 
plicant  is  authorized  to  handle. 

(2)  Such  request  may  be  made  by  let¬ 
ter  or  telegram  making  reference  to  this 
paragraph  and  setting  forth  the  points 
between  which  applicant  desires  to  oper¬ 
ate  facilities  of  other  carriers  and  the 
nature  of  the  traffic  to  be  handled  there¬ 
over. 

(3)  Continuing  authority  for  the  oper¬ 
ation  thereafter  of  such  alternate  facili¬ 
ties  during  emergencies  shall  be  deemed 
granted  effective  as  of  the  21st  day  fol¬ 
lowing  the  filing  of  the  request  unless  on 
or  before  that  date  the  Commission  shall 
notify  the  applicant  to  the  contrary:  pro¬ 
vided,  however.  Applicant  shall,  not  later 
than  the  30th  day  following  the  end  of 
each  quarter  in  which  It  has  operated 
facilities  of  any  other  carrier  pursuant 
to  authority  granted  under  this  para¬ 
graph,  file  with  the  Commission  a  state¬ 
ment  in  writing  making  reference  to  this 
paragraph  and  describing  each  occa¬ 
sion  during  the  quarter  when  it  has  oper¬ 
ated  such  facilities,  giving  dates,  points 
between  which  such  facilities  were  lo¬ 
cated,  hours  or  minutes  used,  nature  of 
traffic  handled,  and  reasons  why  its  own 
facilities  could  not  be  used. 

5.  Section  63.05  is  revised  to  read  as 
fotevrs: 

§  63.05  Couunracrnu  nl  hihI  fampb-tion 
of  construction. 

Unless  otherwise  determined  by  the 
Commission  upon  proper  showing  in  any 
particular  ease,  in  the  event  eonstructicm 
shall  not  have  been  begun  upon  a  project 
involving  an  expenditure  of  more  than 
$500,000,  or  where  facilities  authorized 
have  not  been  leased  or  acquired,  within 
12  months  from  the  date  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  authorization,  or  all  or  part  of  the 
proposed  facilities  shall  not  have  been 
placed  in  operation  within  36  months 
after  such  date,  such  authorization  shall 
terminate  at  the  end  of  such  12  or 
36  months’  period,  as  the  case  may  be; 
In  the  case  of  projects  involving  an  ex¬ 
penditure  of  $500,000  or  less,  the  au¬ 
thorization  therefor  shall  terminate  at 
the  end  of  9  months  or  18  months,  as  the 
case  may  be,  in  the  event  construction 
thereof  shall  not  have  been  commenced, 
or  the  facilities  placed  in  operation,  with¬ 
in  such  respective  periods. 

6.  Section  63.50  is  added  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  63,50  Amendment  of  applications. 

Any  application  may  be  amended  as 
a  matter  of  right  prior  to  the  date  of  any 
fined  action  taken  by  the  Commission  or 
designation  for  hearing.  Amendments  to 
applications  shall  be  signed  and  sub¬ 
mitted  in  the  same  manner,  and  with  the 
same  number  of  copies  as  was  the  orig¬ 
inal  application.  If  a  petition  to  deny  or 
other  formal  objections  have  been  filed 
to  the  application,  the  amendment  shall 
be  served  on  the  parties. 

?.  Section  63.51  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 


§  63.51  Additional  information. 

The  applicant  shall  furnish  any  addi¬ 
tional  information  which  the  Commis¬ 
sion  may  require  after  a  preliminary 
examination  of  the  application  or  re¬ 
quest.  Where  an  applicant  falls  to  re¬ 
spond  to  official  correspondence  or  re¬ 
quest  for  additional  material,  the  appli¬ 
cation  may  be  dismissed  without  prej¬ 
udice. 

8.  In  {  63.52,  the  headnote  and  text  are 
revised,  and  paragraphs  (b)  and  (c)  are 
added  to  read  as  follows: 

§  63.52  Copies  required;  fees;  and  filing 
periods. 

(a)  Unless  otherwise  specified  the 
Commission  shall  be  furnished  with  an 
original  and  5  copies  of  applications  filed 
under  section  214  of  the  Communica¬ 
tions  Act  of  1934,  as  amended;  Provided, 
however,  that  where  applications  involve 
only  the  supplementation  of  existing 
domestic  facilities,  and  the  issuance  of  a 
certificate  is  not  required,  an  original 
and  2  copies  of  the  application  shall  be 
furnished.  Upon  request  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  additional  copies  of  the  appli¬ 
cation  shall  be  furnished.  Each  applica¬ 
tion  shall  be  accompanied  by  the  fee  pre¬ 
scribed  in  Subpart  G  of  Part  1  of  this 
chapter. 

(b)  No  application  accepted  for  filing 
and  subject  to  the  provisions  of  IS  63.01, 
63.02,  63.54,  64.62  (with  the  exception  of 
63.92(00  1,  03.69,  63.91,  63.502,  or  63.505 
of  the  rules  shall  be  granted  by  the 
Commissioner  earlier  than  30  days  fol¬ 
lowing  issuance  of  public  notice  by  the 
Commission  of  the  acceptance  for  filing 
of  such  application  or  any  major  amend¬ 
ment  unless  said  public  notice  specifies 
another  time  period. 

(c)  Any  interested  party  may  file  a 
petition  to  deny  an  application  within  the 
30-day  or  other  time  period  specified  in 
paragraph  <b)  above.  Hie  petitioner 
shall  serve  a  copy  of  such  petition  on 
the  applicant  no  later  than  the  date  of 
filing  thereof  with  the  Commission.  The 
petition  shall  contain  specific  allegations 
of  fact  sufficient  to  show  that  the  peti¬ 
tioner  is  a  party  in  interest.  Such  allega¬ 
tions  of  fact  shall,  except  for  those  of 
which  official  notice  may  be  taken,  be 
supported  by  affidavit  of  a  person  or  per¬ 
sons  with  personal  knowledge  thereof. 
The  applicant  may  file  an  opposition  to 
any  petition  to  deny,  and  the  petitioners 
may  file  a  reply  to  such  opposition  (see 
S  1.45  of  this  chapter) .  and  allegations  of 
facts  or  denials  thereof  shall  similarly  be 
supported  by  affidavit.  These  responsive 
pleadings  shall  be  served  on  the  appli¬ 
cant  or  petitioners,  as  appropriate,  and 
other  parties  to  the  proceeding. 

[FR  Doc.76-14721  Filed  6-19-76;8:45  am) 


[Docket  NO.  20632;  RM-25&4] 

PART  73— RADIO  BROADCAST  SERVICES 

Table  of  Assignments;  Television  Broadcast 
Stations;  Fort  Dodge,  Iowa 

1.  The  Commission  here  considers  Its 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making,  adopted 
November  12, 1975  (40  PR  55367),  which 
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proposed  the  amendment  of  the  Televi¬ 
sion  Table  of  Assignments  (5  73.606(b) 
of  the  Rules)  to  substitute  Channel  *21 
for  Channel  *46  and  channel  50  for  the 
present  Channel  21  assignment  at  Fort 
Dodge,  Iowa.  The  only  commenting  par¬ 
ties  In  this  proceeding  are  the  joint  peti¬ 
tioners,  Northwest  Television  Company 
(“Northwest”)  and  the  State  Educational 
Radio  and  Television  Facility  Board 
(“Board”).  Northwest  is  the  licensee  of 
Station  KVFD-TV  (Channel  21),  Fort 
Dodge,  Iowa,  and  the  Board  is  the  holder 
of  a  construction  permit  for  noncommer¬ 
cial  educational  Station  KTIN-TV 
(Channel  *46),  also  at  Fort  Dodge.1 

2.  The  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 
in  this  proceeding  explained  that  North¬ 
west  is  in  a  position  of  severe  financial 
hardship  and  may  be  forced  to  discon¬ 
tinue  operation.  Changes  in  the  Table 
were  sought  to  prevent  this  and  to  en¬ 
able  the  Board  to  expand  its  educational 
service  at  considerable  savings. 

3.  Northwest  has  operated  a  commer¬ 
cial  television  station  in  Fort  Dodge  for 
twenty-two  years.  The  company  moved 
the  transmitter  and  antenna  to  a  new 
site  at  Bradgate,  Iowa,  in  1970  (approxi¬ 
mately  24  miles  northwest  of  Fort 
Dodge> .  The  antenna  height  was  in¬ 
creased  and  a  new  antenna  and  trans¬ 
mission  line  were  purchased.  Northwest 
expected  that  the  new  transmitting 
equipment  would  establish  a  greater 
coverage  area  which  would  in  turn  pro¬ 
duce  a  growth  In  income.  The  company 
counted  upon  this  Increase  in  income  in 
order  to  meet  Its  financial  obligations. 
However,  the  increase  in  revenues  never 
materialized  and  Northwest  has  suffered 
large  annual  losses  since  1971. 

4.  Northwest  believes  it  can  return  to  a 
profitable  financial  state  if  it  is  allowed 
to  change  channels  and  relocate  the 
KVFD-TV  transmitter  and  antenna  at 
the  station's  original  site  in  Fort  Dodge. 
New  equipment  for  operation  on  Chan¬ 
nel  46  would  cost  approximately  $500,000, 
Northwest  estimates,  but  used  equipment, 
capable  of  operation  on  Channel  50  is 
available  for  $120,000. 

5.  To  this  end.  Northwest  and  the 
Board  entered  into  an  agreement  on 
July  16,  1975,  in  which  the  Board  would, 
contingent  upon  the  Commission’s  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  instant  petition,  buy  North¬ 
west’s  antenna,  tower,  and  transmission 
line  and  would  thereafter  assume  certain 
of  Northwest’s  financial  obligations. 
Northwest  also  agreed  to  lease  to  the 
Board,  the  property  on  which  tire 
antenna  is  located  and  enough  additional 
land  to  enable  the  Board  to  construct  a 
transmitter  building.  After  a  comparative 
analysis,  the  Board  estimates  that  it 
could  save  a  substantial  amount  of  money 
by  purchasing  Northwest’s  used  equip¬ 
ment.  It  was  on  this  basis  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  Issued  its  Notice. 

6.  In  the  comments  filed  by  Northwest 
and  the  Board,  Northwest  reports  that  it 


1  The  Board  additionally  holds  construc¬ 
tion  permits  for  noncommercial  educational 
TV  stations  at  Council  Bluffs,  Bed  Oak  and 
Mason  City  and  la  the  licensee  of  noncom¬ 
mercial  educational  TV  stations  at  Des 
Moines.  Iowa  City,  Waterloo  and  Sioux  City. 


has  entered  into  a  settlement  with  Pal¬ 
mer  Broadcasting  Company,  one  of  its 
creditors,  which  will  result  in  a  reduc¬ 
tion  in  Northwest’s  annual  operating  ex¬ 
penses.  Although  the  reported  settlement 
is  substantial,  it  is  still  relatively  small 
in  proportion  to  the  annual  losses  suf¬ 
fered  by  Northwest  since  1971. 

7.  It  appears  to  the  Commission  that 
the  change  in  channel  assignments  is 
warranted  and  would  benefit  the  public 
interest  in  Fort  Dodge.  The  Board  may 
expand  its  educational  facilities  at  a  con¬ 
siderable  savings  and  Northwest’s  operat¬ 
ing  expenses  may  be  reduced  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  that  the  needed  commercial  service 
will  be  preserved. 

8.  In  view  of  the  foregoing,  and  pursu¬ 
ant  to  the  authority  found  in  sections  4 
(i),  5(d)  (1),  303(g)  and  (r),  and  307(b) 
of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  and  S  0.281(b)  (6)  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules,  It  is  ordered.  That  effec¬ 
tive  June  24,  1976,  the  TV  Table  of  As¬ 
signments  (5  73.606(b)  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules  and  Regulations)  IS 
AMENDED  as  follows : 

§  73.606  [Amended] 

Channel 


City:  No. 

Fort  Dodge,  Iowa _  *21,50+ 


9.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  effective 
June  24,  1977,  and  pursuant  to  section 
316  of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934. 
as  amended,  the  outstanding  license  of 
Northwest  Television  Company,  for  Sta¬ 
tion  KVFD-TV,  Fort  Dodge,  Iowa,  is 
modified  to  specify  operation  on  Channel 
50+  in  lieu  of  Channel  21,  subject  to 
the  following  conditions: 

(a)  The  licensee  shall  inform  the 
Commission  in  writing  by  no  later  than 
July  24,  1976,  of  its  acceptance  of  this 
modification. 

(b)  The  licensee  shall  submit  to  the 
Commission  by  October  22,  1976,  all 
necessary  Information  complying  with 
the  applicable  technical  rules  for  modi¬ 
fication  of  authorization  to  cover  the  op¬ 
eration  of  Station  KVFD-TV  on  Chan¬ 
nel  50  +  at  Fort  Dodge,  Iowa. 

(c)  The  licensee  may  continue  on 
Channel  21  under  its  outstanding  au¬ 
thorization  for  one  year  from  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  of  this  Order,  or  effect  the 
change  sooner  should  it  so  desire.  Prior 
to  commencing  operation  on  Channel 
50+  the  licensee  shall  submit  the  same 
measurement  data  normally  required  in 
an  application  for  a  TV  broadcast  sta¬ 
tion  license. 

(d)  The  licensee  shall  not  commence 
operation  on  Channel  50+  until  the 
Commission  specifically  authorizes  it  to 
do  so. 

10.  It  is  further  ordered,  That  effective 
June  24,  1977,  and  pursuant  to  Section 
316  of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934, 
as  amended,  the  construction  permit  of 
the  State  Educational  Radio  and  Televi¬ 
sion  Facility  Board,  for  Station  KTIN- 
TV,  Fort  Dodge,  Iowa,  is  modified  to 
specify  operation  on  Channel  *21  in  lieu 
of  Channel  *46  subject  to  the  following 
conditions: 

(a)  The  permittee  shall  inform  the 
Commission  in  writing  by  no  later  than 


July  24,  1976,  of  its  acceptance  of  this 
modification. 

(b)  The  permittee  shall  submit  to  the 
Commission  by  October  22,  1976,  all  the 
necessary  information  complying  with 
the  applicable  technical  rules  for  modi¬ 
fication  of  authorization  to  cover  the  op¬ 
eration  of  Station  KTIN-TV  on  Channel 
•21  at  Fort  Dodge,  Iowa. 

(c)  Prior  to  commencing  operation  on 
Channel  *21,  the  permittee  shall  submit 
the  same  measurement  data  normally  re¬ 
quired  in  an  application  for  a  TV  broad¬ 
cast  station  license. 

(d)  The  permittee  shall  not  commence 
operation  on  Channel  *21  until  the  Com¬ 
mission  specifically  authorizes  it  to  do  so. 

11.  It  is  further  ordered,  That  this 
proceeding  is  terminated. 

Adopted:  May  11, 1976. 

Released:  May  17, 1976. 

(Secs.  4,  5,  303,  307,  48  Stat.,  as  amended, 
1060,  1068.  1088,  1083  ;  47  U.S.C.  154,  155,  303. 
307) 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

Wallace  E.  Johnson, 

Chief,  Broadcast  Bureau. 

|FR  Doc.76-14722  Filed  5-19-76;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  20536;  RM-2461] 

PART  73— RADIO  BROADCAST  SERVICES 

Table  of  Assignments;  FM  Broadcast 
Stations;  Holiday  and  Dunedin,  Florida 

1.  The  Bureau  has  under  consideration 
its  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making  (40 
FR  29303)  released  July  2,  1975,  propos¬ 
ing  the  assignment  of  Channel  221A  to 
Holiday,  Florida,  as  its  first  FM  assign¬ 
ment.  Comments  have  been  received 
from  petitioner,- Ralph  M.  Hansen,  Jr. 
and  Richey  Airwaves,  Inc.  (“WGUL”), 
licensee  of  Station  WGUL  (AM)  and 
WGUL-FM,  New  Port  Richey,  Florida, 
and  a  late-filed  counterproposal  has  been 
received  from  Manley  St.  Jean.  The 
counterproposal  suggests  that  Channel 
221A  be  assigned  to  Dunedin  and  Chan¬ 
nel  292A  be  assigned  to  Holiday.1  No  reply 
comments  were  received. 

2.  Holiday  is  an  unincorporated  com¬ 
munity  located  in  Pasco  County  (pop. 
75,955)  1  on  the  west  coast  of  central 
Florida.  It  has  no  local  aural  service.  Its 
population  is  not  reported  in  the  U.S. 
Census  but  its  1973  population  has  been 
estimated  at  11,591.  Holiday  is  pur¬ 
ported  to  be  made  up  of  nine  residential 
subdivisions. 

3.  Dunedin  (pop.  17,639)  is  located  in 
Pinellas  County  (pop.  522,329)  about  12 
miles  south  of  Holiday.  It  is  part  of  the 
St  Petersburg  Urbanized  Area  and  is 
adjacent  to  Clearwater,  Florida  (pop. 
52,074).  Dunedin  is  served  by  one  AM 
station,  WDCL  (daytime-only) . 


1  We  make  reference  to  a  subsequently  filed 
mutually  exclusive  petition,  not  considered 
herein  for  reasons  stated  Infra,  to  assign 
Channel  292A  to  Port  Richey,  Florida  (BM- 
2606)  filed  October  16, 1976. 

■Population  data  Is  taken  from  the  1970 
U.S.  Census. 
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4.  The  status  of  Holiday  as  a  commu¬ 
nity  has  been  disputed.  Petitioner  states 
that  the  New  Port  Richey  Chamber  of 
Commerce  in  its  “Statistic  Review”  of 
the  West  Pasco  County  Area  recognizes 
Holiday  as  a  distinct  and  separate  com¬ 
munity  and  estimates  its  papulation 
growth  to  be  5,791  in  1968  to  11.591  in 
1973.  It  also  states  that  separate  mail 
service  for  Holiday  commenced  last  year 
from  a  new  post  office  facility  located  in 
and  designated  as  Holiday.  Petitioner 
determines  that  the  community  boun¬ 
daries  are  delineated  by  mail  service 
routes  and  by  the  road  signs  placed  along 
Route  19  by  the  Florida  Highway  De¬ 
partment.  Further,  petitioner  notes  the 
recent  addition  of  a  Holiday  Chamber 
of  Commerce,  a  Holiday  Mall  shopping 
center  and  the  many  businesses  that  are 
identified  by  a  Holiday  address. 

5.  In  opposing  comments,  WGUL 
argues  that  the  area’s  residents  do  not 
function  as  residents  of  a  community. 
It  states  that  Holiday  has  no  local  gov¬ 
ernment,  no  high  school,  no  separate 
post  office,  no  central  shopping  area,  no 
Chamber  of  Commerce  and  no  police  or 
fire  departments.'  Instead  it  alleges  that 
the  nine  residential  housing  develop¬ 
ments  each  have  their  own  separate 
identity.  According  to  WGUL.  many  of 
the  businesses  identifying  with  Holiday 
and  mentioned  by  peitioner  are  no  longer 
In  operation.  It  also  notes  that  Holiday, 
like  Dunedin,  a  community  which  would 
be  precluded  by  the  proposed  assign¬ 
ment,  is  located  in  the  Tampa-St.  Peters¬ 
burg  SMSA  and  receives  the  same  service 
as  Dunedin  from  that  area. 

6.  St.  Jean  asserts  that  his  counter¬ 
proposal  offers  a  more  efficient  utiliza¬ 
tion  of  the  available  channels.  He  states 
that  from  the  reference  point  at  Dune¬ 
din,  less  preclusion  on  Channel  221 A  and 
adjacent  channels  would  result  and  a 
greater  population  area  would  be  served 
within  the  3.16  mV/m  contour  of  the 
station.  In  addition  St.  Jean  shows  that 
Channel  292A  can  be  used  only  in  a  small 
area,  which  Includes  Holiday,  and  no 
new  preclusion  areas  on  adjacent  chan¬ 
nels  would  be  created. 

7.  First,  the  status  of  Holiday  as  a 
community  for  channel  assignment  pur¬ 
poses  should  be  resolved.  The  residents 
of  Holiday,  although  living  in  separate 
residential  subdivisions,  also  appear  to 
relate  to  a  larger  integral  unit.  The  des¬ 
ignations  given  to  the  new  post  office, 
shopping  center  and  chamber  of  com¬ 
merce  demonstrate  this  common  refer¬ 
ence.  As  stated  in  the  Notice,  boundaries 
need  not  be  specifically  known,  however 
petitioner  has  nevertheless  indicated 
borders  recognizable  by  highway  signs 
and  postal  routes.  The  commercial  enter¬ 
prises  serving  the  area,  for  the  most  part. 
Identify  themselves  as  Holiday  busi¬ 
nesses.  Finally,  petitioner’s  attached  ap- 


•  We  note  that  a  conflict  exists  In  the 
pleadingB.  However  petitioner  provided  us 

with  photographs  In  Its  Appendix  which 
clearly  depict  the  existence  of  a  Holiday  poet 
office,  shopping  center  and  Chamber  at 
Commerce. 


pendices  reveal  that  Holiday  has  the 
requisite  indicia  of  a  typical  community, 
two  banks,  a  post  office,  a  shopping  cen¬ 
ter,  a  chamber  of  commerce,  and  several 
churches  all  identifying  themselves  with 
the  name  of  Holiday.  Thus,  we  are  con¬ 
vinced  that  Holiday  has  the  ascertain¬ 
able  boundaries,  identifiable  population 
and  community  of  interest,  necessary  to 
be  considered  a  community  under  Sec¬ 
tions  73.202(a)  and  73.203(a)  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules.  We  note  that  for 
present  purposes.  Holiday’s  exact  size  and 
the  extent  of  its  needs  for  a  channel  need 
not  be  determined  because  we  have  de¬ 
termined  for  reasons  stated  infra  that 
it  will  not  be  considered  with  a  pending 
mutually  exclusive  petition  to  assign 
Channel  292A  to  Port  Richey,  Florida. 

8.  As  noted  before,  a  petition  to  as¬ 
sign  Channel  292A  to  Port  Richey,  Flor¬ 
ida,  was  filed  subsequent  to  the  cut-off 
period  for  comments  in  the  present  pro¬ 
ceeding.  Further,  the  petitioner,  Frank 
D.  Ward,  for  Port  Richey  did  not  seek 
consolidation  of  his  petition  herein.  A 
“motion  for  consolidation”  was  filed, 
however,  by  WGUL,  in  which  it  was  ar¬ 
gued  that  the  Commission  should  con¬ 
sider  the  proposals  involving  the  West 
Pasco  County  area  together.  Petitioner 
Hansen  filed  an  “Opposition  to  Motion  to 
Consolidate”  noting  that  the  petition  was 
filed  nearly  two  months  after  the  cut-off 
date  and  that  Ward,  the  Port  Richey 
proponent,  does  not  seek  consolidation. 
Ward  responded  to  the  Motion  to  Con¬ 
solidate  with  a  “Motion  to  Strike”  in 
which  he  opposes  consolidation  and  ar¬ 
gues  that  Section  1.420  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules  is  a  bar  to  such  combined 
consideration. 

9.  At  the  outset,  we  believe  that  con¬ 
solidation  of  the  petition  to  assign  Chan¬ 
nel  292A  tOLPort  Richey  herein  should 
be  denied.  The  petition  was  filed  too  late 
to  be  commented  upon  in  connection 
with  the  issues  in  this  proceeding.  Our 
cut-off  procedures  which  were  expressly 
spelled-out  in  the  Appendix  attached  to 
the  Notice  prohibit  consolidation  of  late 
filed  comments.  Although  the  proposals 
involved  are  mutually  exclusive,  if  Chan¬ 
nel  292A  is  assigned  to  Holiday,  the  Port 
Richey  petition  could  be  treated  as  a 
proposal  to  reassign  the  channel  to  Port 
Richey  and  the  proper  comparison  could 
then  be  in  the  context  of  a  separate  pro¬ 
ceeding.  Port  Richey’s  interests  will  not 
be  prejudiced  thereby  and  the  present 
proposals  will  not  be  unnecessarily 
delayed.' 

10.  Before  we  consider  the  proposals 
before  us  in  this  proceeding,  we  must  also 
rule  on  the  proper  disposition  of  St. 
Jean’s  late-filed  counterproposal.  We 
note  that  in  St.  Jean’s  certification  of 
service  the  comments  were  mailed  to  pe¬ 
titioner  on  August  19,  1975,  well  before 
the  cut-off  date  of  August  25,  1975.  The 
Commission  received  the  comments  only 
two  days  late.  However,  we  believe  that 
sufficient  time  was  given  for  all  parties 


»Se»  Anamosa,  Iotca,  46  P.C.C.  2d  630 
(1974). 


to  the  proceeding  to  file  reply  comments 
and  no  party  has  complained  of  the  late 
filing.  In  addition  we  believe  that  the 
public  Interest  would  be  better  served  by 
considering  a  proposed  which  offers  a 
first  local  FM  service  to  two  communities. 
We  will  therefore  accept  the  counterpro¬ 
posal. 

11.  After  consideration  of  the  proposals 
before  us,  we  have  decided  that  the  pub¬ 
lic  Interest  would  be  best  served  by  pro¬ 
viding  both  Holiday  and  Dunedin  with 
its  first  FM  assignment.  The  residents 
of  Dunedin,  a  sizeable  community,  would 
receive  a  first  local  nighttime  service.  Al¬ 
though  a  multitude  of  stations  from  the 
Clearwater-St.  Petersburg-Tampa  area 
are  presently  received,  we  believe  that 
Dunedin  is  entitled  to  local  service.  We 
note  that,  contrary  to  WGUL’s  assertion. 
Holiday  Is  not  located  in  the  Tampa- 
St.  Petersburg  SMSA.  From  a  technical 
standpoint,  the  assignments  represent 
efficient  utilization  of  available  frequen¬ 
cies  since  only  a  small  area  remains  for 
the  use  of  each  channel,  no  new  adjacent 
channel  preclusion  will  be  created  on 
Channel  292A  and  less  preclusion  will  oc¬ 
cur.  on  Channel  221A.  Furthermore,  the 
assignments  allow  us  to  allocate  two 
channels  for  use  at  two  communities  for¬ 
merly  without  fulltime  local  service,  and, 
in  the  case  of  Holiday,  without  any  local 
service.  We  note  that  Dunedin  is  situ¬ 
ated  adjacent  to  Clearwater  and  it  is  our 
policy  to  look  askance  at  proposals  which 
purport  to  serve  a  smaller  community 
but  in  reality  seek  to  program  for  a 
larger  nearby  community.*  However,  we 
have  no  reason  to  believe  that  the  Dune¬ 
din  proponent  seeks  to  serve  Clearwater 
(pop.  52,074)  in  light  of  the  manner  in 
which  Dunedin’s  present  AM  station  op¬ 
erates  and  the  unequal  competition  that 
would  exist  between  the  Class  A  channel 
to  be  assigned  herein  and  Clearwater’s 
two  Class  C  assignments.  Therefore,  we 
believe  the  public  interest  would  be 
served  by  assigning  Channel  292A  to 
Holiday  and  Channel  221A  to  Dunedin. 

12.  Accordingly,  It  is  ordered.  That  ef¬ 
fective  June  24, 1976,  the  FM  Table  of  As¬ 
signments  (Seetion  73.202(b)  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  and  Regulations)  Is 
amended  to  read  as  follows  for  the  com¬ 
munities  listed: 

§  73.202  [Amended! 


City  Channel  No. 

Holiday,  Fla . .  292A 

Dunedin,  Fla -  221A 


13.  Authority  for  the  actions  taken 
herein  is  found  in  Sections  4(1),  303  (g) 
and  (r)  and  307(b)  of  the  Communica¬ 
tions  Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  and  In 
Section  0.281  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
and  Regulations. 

14.  It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  Mo¬ 
tion  to  Consolidate  filed  by  Richey  Air¬ 
waves,  Inc.  Is  denied. 


•  See  Berwick  Broadeasting  Co ,  12  P.C.C. 
2d  8  (1968);  Policy  to  Govern  Requests  for 
Additional  FM  Assignments,  8  P.C.C.  2d  79 
(1967)-;  Portage  and  Kalamazoo,  WcA,  65 
F.C.C.  2d  676  (1976) . 
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15.  It  is  further  ordered,  Thai  this 
proceeding  Is  terminated. 

(Sees.  4,  SOS,  307.  48  8 tat.,  as  amended,  1086, 
1082,  1083;  47  UJS.C.  154,  303,  307.) 

Adopted;  May  11, 1976. 

Released:  May  17, 1976. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

Wallace  E.  Johnson, 

Chief,  Broadcast  Bureau. 

I FR Doc .76-14723  Filed  5-19-76:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  20508;  FCC  76-313  ]  . 

PART  76— CABLE  TELEVISION  SERVICE 

Cable  Television  Channel  Capacity  and 
Access  Channel  Requirements 

By  the  Commission:  Commissioner 
Hooks  concurring  in  part  and  dissenting 
in  part  and  issuing  a  statement;  Com¬ 
missioners  Washburn  and  Robinson  con¬ 
curring  and  issuing  statements. 

1.  Effective  March  31,  1972,  the  Com¬ 
mission  adopted  the  Cable  Television  Re¬ 
port  and  Order,  FCC  72-108,  36  FCC 
2d  143  (1972) ,  which,  inter  alia,  included 
various  channel  capacity  and  access 
channel  requirements  for  systems  lo¬ 
cated  in  the  major  television  markets.1 
In  general,  systems  commencing  service 
after  March  31,  1972  (hereinafter  re¬ 
ferred  to  as  new  systems)  were  expected 
to  fully  comply  with  these  requirements 
on  commencing  service,  while  systems 
already  in  operation  as  of  that  date  (old 
systems)  were  given  five  years,  that  is 
until  March  31.  1977,  to  reconstruct  their 
plant  and  distribution  networks,  pur¬ 
chase  new  equipment,  provide  minimum 
studio  facilities  for  the  public  access 
channel,  and  come  into  full  compliance 
with  these  requirements. 

2.  In  Public  Notices  respectively  dated 
May  15  and  17,  1974,  the  Commission 
announced  the  creation  of  Re-Regula- 


*  These  requirements  have  been  contained 
In  f  76.261  of  the  rules,  the  pertinent  provi¬ 
sions  of  which  may  be  summarized  as 
follows: 

Channel  Capacity  Requirements 

1.  20  channel  capacity  available  for  Imme¬ 
diate  or  potential  use  (76.251  (a)  (1) ) ; 

2.  For  each  broadcast  channel  used,  an 
equivalent  amount  of  bandwidth  available 
for  non-broadcast  purposes  (76.251  (a)  (2) ); 

3.  Technical  capacity  for  non-voice  return 
communication  (76.251(a)  (3) ); 

Access  Channel  Requirements 

4.  A  single  channel  each  for  public,  educa¬ 
tional,  local  goverenment  and  leased  chan¬ 
nel  use  (76.251  (a)  (4) -(a)  (7) ) ; 

5.  Equipment  and  facilities  necessary  for  the 
production  of  programming  on  the  public 
access  channel  (76.251(a)  (4)); 

6.  The  provision  of  additional  access  chan¬ 
nels  based  upon  the  utilization  of  those  In 
existence  (76.251(a)  (8) ); 

7.  The  provision  of  public,  educational  and 
governmental  access  services  under  certain 
circumstances  at  no  charge  (76.251(a)  (10) 
(f)-C»l)  )- 


tkm  and  1977  Task  Forces.  In  an  effort 
to  continually  review  its  regulatory  pro¬ 
gram,  the  Commission  charged  these 
Task  Forces  with  conducting  an  exam¬ 
ination  of  all  of  its  rules  and  regulations 
respecting  cable  television.  The  common 
goal  of  the  two  Task  Forces  was  to  study 
the  problems  posed  by  the  cable  televi¬ 
sion  rules  and  regulations  for  the  Com¬ 
mission,  local  franchising  authorities  and 
the  cable  television  industry,  and  to  make 
appropriate  recommendations  with  re¬ 
spect  to  how  these  rules  might  be  re¬ 
fined  to  more  fully  serve  the  public  in¬ 
terest.  The  1977  Task  Force  was  specifi¬ 
cally  established  to  study  the  problems 
posed  by  the  March  31,  1977  deadline 
for  achieving  compliance  with  the  cable 
television  rules. 

3.  Responding  to  the  recommendations 
of  the  1977  Task  Force  the  Commission 
adopted  the  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemak¬ 
ing  in  Docket  20363,  FCC  75-211,  51  FCC 
2d  519  (1975),  which  requested  comment 
upon  the  necessity  of  postponing  or  can¬ 
celling  the  March  31,  1977  reconstruc¬ 
tion  deadline  in  view  of  economic  con¬ 
siderations.  In  that  Notice  the  Commis¬ 
sion  confined  its  inquiry  to  the  amount  of 
capital  required  to  comply  with  its  re¬ 
construction  requirements,  the  availa¬ 
bility  of  such  capital  in  the  marketplace 
and  the  overall  ability  of  the  industry  to 
achieve  compliance  by  March,  1977.  The 
Commission  indicated  that  an  addition¬ 
al  Notice  would  be  issued  inquiring  into 
alternative  methods  by  which  it  might 
reaffirm  its  commitment  to  access  cable- 
casting  for  old  systems  while  recogniz¬ 
ing  the  economic  realities  posed  by  sys¬ 
tem  reconstruction.  It  also  stated  that  in 
the  additional  rulemaking  Notice  it  would 
address  certain  other  matters  respect¬ 
ing  its  channel  capacity  and  access  chan¬ 
nel  requirements  for  both  new  and  old 
systems. 

4.  On  June  3,  1975,  the  Commission 
adopted  the  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule- 
making  in  Docket  20508,  FCC  75-644,  53 
FCC  2d  782  (1975),  which  constituted 
that  additional  Notice.  On  July  9,  1975, 
the  Commission  adopted  its  Report  and 
Order  in  Docket  20363.  FCC  75-821,  54 
FCC  2d  207  (1975),  which  cancelled  the 
March  31,  1977  reconstruction  date  and 
suspended  any  requirement  that  older 
systems  reconstruct  to  comply  with  the 
channel  capacity  and  access  channel  re¬ 
quirements  pending  the  outcome  of  its 
June  3, 1975  Notice. 

5.  In  its  June  3,  1975  Notice,  the  Com¬ 
mission  requested  comment  on  a  variety 
of  matters  which  related  to  its  channel 
capacity  and  access  channel  require¬ 
ments.  In  addition  to  soliciting  views  on 
various  alternatives  to  the  March  31, 
1977  uniform  reconstruction  deadline, 
the  Commission  determined  to  reexam- 
mlne  the  criterion  (location  within  the 
35-mile  zone  of  a  major  television  mar¬ 
ket)  presently  utilized  to  trigger  its  chan¬ 
nel  capacity  and  access  requirements  for 
both  new  and  old  systems.  Also  included 
in  that  Notice  was  a  reexamination  of  the 
“two-way,”  “one-for-one"  and  “convert¬ 


er”  requirements  for  both  new  and  old 
systems.* 

6.  In  an  effort  to  obtain  the  views  of 
as  many  Interested  parties  as  possible, 
the  Commission  gave  broad  notice  of  the 
matters  contained  in  Docket  20508  and 
individually  solicited  the  opinions  of  over 
100  public  interest,  access,  educational 
and  citizens  groups.  The  Commission  has 
received  a  significant  number  of  re¬ 
sponses  from  various  parties,  including 
cable  television  interests;  broadcast  in¬ 
terests;  public  interest  and  access  organi¬ 
zations;  individual  members  of  the  pub¬ 
lic;  state  and  municipal  cable  regulators; 
educational  authorities;  and  electronic 
equipment  suppliers,  submitting  diverse 
observations,  opinions  and  proposals. 
Comments  of  all  parties  were  carefully 
studied  and  considered.  While  some  par¬ 
ties’  comments  touched  upon  matters  of 
more  direct  relevance  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Notice  in  Docket  20363,  they  were 
largely  responsive  to  this  more  general 
Notice,  and  many  will  be  noted  accord¬ 
ingly. 

7.  Based  on  the  comments  filed,  our 
experience  with  the  existing  channel 
capacity  and  access  rules  since  1972,  and 
a  general  re-evaluation  of  these  rules  in 
connection  with  this  proceeding,  we  have 
determined  that  several  major  modifica¬ 
tions  in  our  requirements  are  necessary. 
In  making  these  changes  we  have  taken 
into  account  a  number  of  Important  and 
frequently  countervailing  considerations. 

8.  First,  we  continue  to  believe  that  the 
•public  interest  can  be  significantly  ad¬ 
vanced  by  the  opening  of  cable  channels 
for  use  by  the  public  and  other  specified 
users  who  would  otherwise  not  likely 
have  access  to  television  audiences.  A 
commitment  was  made  to  the  provision 
of  these  channels  in  the  1972  rules  which 
should  not  be  abandoned.  There  is,  we 
believe,  a  definite  societal  good  in  keeping 
open  these  channels  of  communication. 
While  the  overall  impact  that  use  of 
these  channels  can  have  may  have  been 
exaggerated  in  the  past,  nevertheless  we 
believe  they  can,  if  properly  used,  result 
in  the  opening  of  new  outlets  for  local 
expression,  aid  in  the  promotion  of  di¬ 
versity  in  television  programming,  act 
in  some  measure  to  restore  a  sense  of 
community  to  cable  subscribers  and  a 
sense  of  openness  and  participation  to 
the  video  medium,  aid  in  the  functioning 
of  democratic  institutions,  and  improve 
the  informational  and  educational  com¬ 
munications  resources  of  cable  television 
communities. 

9.  On  the  other  hand,  these  public 
benefits  must  be  carefully  weighed 
against  the  costs  the  requirements  im¬ 
pose.  Not  only  are  there  costs  involved 
that  are  directly  passed  on  to  subscribers 
and  reflected  in  the  profit  and  loss  state - 


*  The  ’‘one-for-one”  and  “two-way”  require¬ 
ments  are  contained  In  Sections  76.251  (a)  (2) 
and  (a)(3)  respectively.  The  Installation  of 
a  converter  Is  necessary  for  certain  systems 
to  actually  provide  the  four  access  channels 
required  pursuant  to  Sections  76.251  (a)(4) - 
(a)  (7)  of  the  Rules.  This  requirement  is  dis¬ 
cussed  In  greater  detail  In  paragraph  54 
et  seq. 
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ments  of  cable  operators,  there  are  op¬ 
portunity  costs  Involved  as  well.  Monies 
expended  to  comply  with  these  require¬ 
ments  could  have  been  expended  in  the 
construction  of  new  cable  systems  where 
none  now  exist  or  in  the  development 
and  provision  of  different  services  which 
might  be  given  a  higher  value  by  the 
public.  And,  in  addition  to  the  direct 
capital  and  other  expenditures  which  the 
requirements  entail,  there  are  the  other 
costs  in  lost  flexibility  and  initiative 
which  are  likely  to  follow  with  any  at¬ 
tempt  to  impose  detailed  governmental 
regulations  on  private  business  concerns. 
Thus,  abstract  notions  of  public  good 
must  be  carefully  tested  as  to  their  cost 
and  practical,  realistic  impact. 

10.  Bearing  in  mind  these  conflicting 
concerns,  we  have  determined  to  make  a 
number  of  significant  changes  in  the 
rules.  These  changes  may  be  briefly  sum¬ 
marized  as  follows: 

Delete  from  the  rules  entirely  the  re¬ 
quirement  that  major  market  cable  sys¬ 
tems  have  the  capacity  to  provide  one 
nonbroadcast  channel  for  each  channel 
used  to  distribute  broadcast  program¬ 
ming. 

Cease  applying  the  channel  capacity 
and  access  rules  to  those  systems  which, 
based  on  a  headend  or  integrated  system 
count,  have  fewer  than  3,500  subscribers. 

Apply  all  of  the  channel  capacity  and 
access  rules  to  all  systems  or  conglom¬ 
erates  of  systems  with  3,500  or  more  sub¬ 
scribers,  regardless  of  whether  they  are 
located  inside  or  outside  of  one  of  the 
major  television  markets. 

Apply  the  access  channel  rules  on  a 
headend  or  conglomerate  system  rather 
than  a  community  basis  so  that,  in  those 
situations  where  an  access  channel  or 
channels  are  required,  only  one  channel 
of  each  type  will  be  required  per  inte¬ 
grated  system  even  if  that  system  serves 
more  than  one  community. 

Modify  our  requirements  that  old  sys¬ 
tems  reconstruct  to  provide  four  dedi¬ 
cated  access  channels,  and  new  systems 
provide  such  channels  from  the  com¬ 
mencement  of  operations. 

Require  the  provision  of  four  access 
channels  only  on  those  systems  that  have 
sufficient  activated  capacity  to  provide 
such  channels  and  only  require  such 
channels  to  be  activated  as  an  actual 
demand  for  their  use  develops.  For  those 
systems  with  insufficient  activated  capa¬ 
bility  to  provide  four  channels,  require 
the  provision  of  one  composite  access 
channel,  except  in  the  case  of  existing 
systems  whose  activated  channel  capacity 
is  completely  full,  require  that  access  be 
provided  on  exclusivity  and  nonduplica¬ 
tion  time. 

Require  that  systems  expand  the  num¬ 
ber  of  channels  available  for  access  pro¬ 
gramming  up  to  the  limit  of  each  sys¬ 
tem’s  activated  channel  capability  based 
upon  demonstrated  use.  In  no  case  re¬ 
quire  the  installation  of  a  converter  to 
meet  access  needs. 

Require  those  systems  with  greater 
than  3,500  subscribers  to  reconstruct 
and  comply  with  our  channel  capacity 
requirements  by  1986. 


Require  that  two-way  capacity  be  in¬ 
stalled  on  all  systems  with  3,500  or  more 
subscribers,  but  not  require  that  any  sys¬ 
tem  reconstruct  solely  to  provide  this 
capacity. 

11.  Each  of  these  matters  is  discussed 
in  detail  below  along  with  a  summary  of 
the  comments  received  in  response  to  the 
Notice  in  this  proceeding.  However,  in 
view  of  our  basic  determination  to  retain 
channel  capacity  and  access  rules  of  some 
type,  it  is  appropriate,  before  turning  to 
the  specific  changes  adopted,  to  address 
a  number  of  arguments  raised  in  the 
comments  that  challenge  either  the  con¬ 
stitutionality  of  the  channel  capacity 
and  access  requirements,  or  the  authority 
of  the  Commission  to  impose  them. 

12.  By  far  the  most  extensive  com¬ 
ments  filed  raising  these  points  were 
those  of  the  Midwest  Video  Corporation. 
These  arguments  in  general  parallel 
those  raised  by  Midwest  in  its  appeal  of 
the  Commission’s  adoption  of  Section 
76.253  (the  equipment  availability  re¬ 
quirement)  in  the  Report  and  Order  in 
Docket  19988,  FCC  74-1279,  49  FCC  2d 
1090  (1974).  Their  argument  has  basic¬ 
ally  five  parts:  (a)  that  the  access  rules 
are  equivalent  to  common  carrier  regu¬ 
lation  and  that  the  Commission  has  no 
authority  to  convert  cable  systems  into 
common  carriers:  (b)  that  the  require¬ 
ment  to  provide  channels  free  for  the 
use  of  others  is  an  unconstitutional  tak¬ 
ing  of  private  property  for  public  use 
without  just  compensation  in  violation  of 
the  Fifth  Amendment  to  the  Constitu¬ 
tion;  (c*  that  even  if  not  an  unconsti¬ 
tutional  taking  the  regulations  violate 
the  Fifth  Amendment  as  restrictions  on 
a  lawful  business  activity,  for  they  con¬ 
stitute  an  unnecessary  interference  with 
personal  or  property  rights  and  are  not 
reasonably  structured  to  attain  a  valid 
legislative  purpose;  (d)  that  the  due 
process  clause  prohibits  governmental 
requirements  necessitating  a  change  in 
the  basic  nature  of  a  business  enter¬ 
prise;  and  (e)  that  the  access  and  chan¬ 
nel  capacity  requirements  violate  the 
First  Amendment  by  interfering  with  the 
rights  of  cable  operators  to  communi¬ 
cate. 

13.  These  arguments  do  not  persuade 
us  that  the  adoption  of  reasonable  chan¬ 
nel  capacity  and  access  channel  rules  are 
either  unconstitutional  or  beyond  our 
jurisdiction.  The  Communications  Act 
allows  the  Commission  significant  dis¬ 
cretion  in  dealing  with  the  developments, 
demands,  and  public  Interest  benefits  in¬ 
herent  in  the  dynamic  field  of  communi¬ 
cations.  The  Commission’s  authority  to 
adopt  reasonable  cable  regulations  has 
been  upheld  on  a  number  of  occasions  in 
several  different  contexts.5 

*  United  States  v.  Southwestern  Coble  Co., 
393  U.S.  at  167  (1968);  Block  Hills  Video 
Corp.  v.  FCC,  399  F.2d  65  (8th  Cir.  1968); 
United  States  v.  Midwest  Video  Corp.,  406 
U.S.  649  (1972);  General  Telephone  Co.  of 
California  V.  FCC,  413  F.2d  390,  398  (D.O.  Cir. 
1969) ;  General  Telephone  of  the  Southwest  v. 
U.S^  449  F.2d  846,  863-64  (6th  Cir.  1971); 
A.Ch.U ■  ▼  FCC.  623  F.2d  1344,  1361  (9th  Cir. 
1971). 


14.  In  adopting  rules  to  develop  the 
potential  of  cable  television  with  its 
abundant  channel  capacity,  as  a  purveyor 
of  diverse  programming,  the  Commission 
was  affirmed  in  United  States  v.  Midwest 
Video  Corp.,  406  U.S.  649  (1972).  The 
Supreme  Court  affirmed  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  decision  to  go  beyond  mere  protec¬ 
tive  measures  and  also  regulate  cable 
with  a  view  to  '‘promote  the  objectives 
for  which  the  Commission  had  been  as¬ 
signed  jurisdiction  over  broadcasting.” 
406  U.S.  649,  665.  Among  those  objectives 
recognized  by  the  Court  are  increasing 
the  number  of  outlets  for  local  self-ex¬ 
pression  and  augmenting  the  diversity  of 
programs  and  types  of  services  available 
to  the  public. 

15.  The  Supreme  Court  upheld  the 
agency’s  determination  that  the  pro- 
gram-origination  rule  would  serve  those 
objectives.  It  is  equally  plain  that  chan¬ 
nel  capacity  and  access  requirements  will 
promote  those  objectives.  In  fact,  the 
concept  of  access  was  included  within 
the  Commission’s  policy  determination 
which  was  before  the  Supreme  Court  in 
the  Midwest  Video  case.  The  Commission 
had  stated  in  its  First  Report  and  Order, 
adopting  the  origination  rule,  that  one 
of  the  reasons  for  origination  require¬ 
ments  was  “to  insure  that  cablecasting 
equipment  will  be  available  for  use  by 
others  *  *  *”20  FCC  2d  at  214,  quoted 
in  406  U.S.  at  653n.5 ;  see  also  20  FCC  2d 
at  209.  The  Supreme  Court  in  affirming 
the  Commission’s  authority  was  clearly 
aware  that  the  cablecasting  contem¬ 
plated  by  the  Commission  Included  not 
only  programs  produced  by  the  cable 
system  but  also  programs  produced  by 
others.  We  believe  the  rules  under  con¬ 
sideration  in  this  proceeding  will  fur¬ 
ther  the  achievement  of  long-standing 
communications  regulatory  objectives  by 
increasing  outlets  for  local  self-expres¬ 
sion  and  augmenting  the  public’s  choice 
of  programs  and  that  as  such  they  are 
within  the  scope  of  the  Commission’s 
regulatory  authority  over  cable  television 
systems  that  has  been  upheld  by  the 
Supreme  Court. 

16.  Arguments  that  the  rules  deny  due 
process,  are  unduly  burdensome,  confis¬ 
catory,  and  force  cable  operators  to 
change  the  nature  of  their  business  are 
also  arguments  which  were  before  the 
Court  in  U.S.  v.  Midwest  Video  and,  al¬ 
though  in  that  proceeding  the  charge 
was  that  the  Commission  had  forced 
cable  operators  into  the  broadcasting 
business  against  their  will,  we  believe  the 
rationale  of  the  Supreme  Court’s  hold¬ 
ing  in  that  proceeding  is  equally  applica¬ 
ble  here. 

17.  With  respect  to  the  argument  that 
the  access  requirements  are  in  effect 
common  carrier  obligations  which  are 
beyond  our  authority  to  impose,  we  have 
said  that  in  our  view  cable  systems  “are 
neither  broadcasters  nor  common  car¬ 
riers  within  the  meaning  of  the  Commu¬ 
nications  Act”  but  rather  that  “cable  is  a 
hybrid  that  requires  identification  and 
regulation  as  a  separate  force  in  com¬ 
munications.’*  Cable  Television  Report 
and  Order,  supra  at  paragraph  191.  So 
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long  as  the  rules  adopted  are  reasonably 
related  to  achieving  objectives  for  which 
the  Commission  has  been  assigned  juris¬ 
diction  we  do  not  think  they  can  be  held 
beyond  our  authority  merely  by  denomi¬ 
nating  them  as  somehow  “common  car¬ 
rier”  in  nature.  The  proper  question,  we 
believe,  Is  not  whether  they  fall  ip  one 
category  or  another  of  regulation — 
whether  they  are  more  akin  to  obliga¬ 
tions  imposed  on  common  carriers  or  ob¬ 
ligations  imposed  on  broadcasters  to 
operate  In  the  public  interest — but 
whether  the  rules  adopted  promote 
statutory  objectives.  We  think  they  do. 

18.  Finally,  we  cannot  agree  that  rules 
of  the  type  under  consideration,  which 
have  as  their  foundation  an  increased 
opportunity  for  communications  and  a 
furtherance  of  First  Amendment  objec¬ 
tives  can  be  found  wanting,  as  an  intru¬ 
sion  on  the  First  Amendment  rights  of 
cable  operators.  When  broadcasting,  or 
related  activity  by  cable  television  sys¬ 
tems  is  involved,  First  Amendment  values 
are  furthered  by  “an  uninhibited  mar¬ 
ketplace  of  ideas”  in  lieu  of  “monopoliza¬ 
tion  of  that  market”  by  the  government 
or  a  private  broadcaster  or  cable  owner. 
Red  Lion  Broadcasting  Co.  v.  FCC,  395 
U.S.  367,390  (1969). 4 

19.  In  sum,  we  do  not  agree  that  there 
are  either  jurisdictional  or  constitutional 
arguments  that  require  us  to  terminate 
this  proceeding  by  eliminating  the  chan¬ 
nel  capacity  and  access  rules.  Having 
reached  that  conclusion,  we  turn  to  a 
discussion  of  the  particular  rules  changes 
under  consideration  in  this  proceeding. 

Criterion  for  the  Imposition  of  the 

Channel  Capacity  and  Access  Chan¬ 
nel  Requirements 

introduction 

20.  In  adopting  the  Cable  Television 
Report  and  Order,  supra,  we  tied  our 
channel  capacity  and  access  channel  re¬ 
quirements  to  those  systems  which  were 
located  in  the  major  markets.  By  allow¬ 
ing  these  systems  greater  distant  signal 
carriage  we  hoped  to  stimulate  the  ex¬ 
pansion  of  cable  into  the  major  markets; 
and  by  imposing  channel  capacity  and 
access  channel  obligations  on  such  sys¬ 
tems  we  sought  to  insure  that  the  growth 
was  accompanied  by  the  provision  of 
non-broadcast  services  to  these  presum¬ 
ably  more  populous  communities.  In  ad¬ 
dition,  systems  serving  these  communi¬ 
ties  were  selected  to  provide  access  serv¬ 
ices  as  a  result  of  the  belief  that 

•  •  •  cities  In  the  top  100  markets  have,  as 
a  general  rale,  more  diverse  minority  groups 
(ethnic,  racial,  economic,  or  age)  who  are 
most  greatly  In  the  need  of  both  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  express  their  vlewB  and  a  more 
efficient  method  by  which  they  may  be  ap¬ 
prised  of  governmental  actions  and  educa¬ 
tional  opportunities.  36  FCO  2d  at  197. 


4  We  note  that  although  the  cable  televi¬ 
sion  access  rules  were  not  before  the  Supreme 
Court  In  Columbia  Broadcasting  System  w. 
Democratic  National  Committee.  412  D3.  94 
(1973),  the  Court  there  discussed  the  pos¬ 
sibility  of  a  "limited  right  of  access  that  Is 
both  practicable  and  desirable”  and  then 
referred  specifically  to  the  Commission's 
cable  television  public  access  channel  rales. 


21.  In  commencing  this  proceeding  we 
noted  our  continued  belief  that  potential 
access  need  is  most  apparent  in  larger 
communities.  We  also  Indicated  that 
the  major  market  rule  is  often  inappro¬ 
priate  to  meet  that  need.  Within  35  miles 
of  a  major  market  television  station 
there  exists  not  Just  the  central  core 
city  but  many  smaller  communities. 
Many  of  these  communities  because  of 
their  size  cannot  realistically  be  expected 
to  have  in  the  near  future  a  demand  for 
the  complete  range  of  access  services  re¬ 
quired  by  our  rules.  And  because  of  their 
limited  subscriber  and  revenue  potential, 
compliance  with  our  requirements  has 
posed,  we  felt,  an  undue  burden  for  many 
of  these  systems. 

22.  In  addition,  many  very  large  sys¬ 
tems  serving  large  regional  population 
centers  have  never  been  required  to  com¬ 
ply  with  our  access  or  channel  capacity 
requirements  merely  because  they  are  lo¬ 
cated  outside  of  the  35  mile  zone  of  a 
major  television  market,  yet  there  may 
be  an  equal  need  for  access  services  in 
many  of  these  communities.  A  system 
operating  outside  of  a  television  market 
may  provide  its  community  with  the 
only  potential  for  access  to  a  medium  of 
visual  communication.  As  we  noted  in  our 
June  3rd  Notice: 

•  •  •  the  lack  of  adequate  off-the-alr  tele¬ 
vision  service  In  many  of  these  larger  com¬ 
munities  has  resulted  In  the  operating 
systems  obtaining  large  penetration  rates 
and,  generally,  financial  viability.  This  via¬ 
bility  would  seemingly  facilitate  compliance 
with  our  requirements.  By  providing  re¬ 
quisite  access  services,  it  Is  our  belief  that 
these  systems  would  more  fully  serve  the 
communities  within  which  they  operate. 
63  FCC  2d  782,  792. 

23.  In  our  June  3  Notice,  we  sought 
comment  on  various  alternatives  to  the 
present  major  market  trigger.  In  lieu  of 
this  criterion,  comment  was  sought  on 
the  possibility  requiring  compliance  with 
these  requirements  based  upon  system  or 
community  size,  system  profitability,  pen¬ 
etration  rates  or  other  related  indices. 
The  major  thrust  of  these  proposals  was 
to  exempt  from  the  requirements  some 
smaller  systems  to  which  they  now  ap¬ 
ply  and  to  apply  the  requirements  to  some 
larger  systems  which  are  not  now  subject 
to  the  requirements.  Comment  was  also 
requested  on  the  advisability  of  deter¬ 
mining  subscriber  count  based  upon  the 
present  definition  of  a  cable  television 
system,  which  focuses  on  Individual  po¬ 
litical  subdivisions,  or  alternatively  em¬ 
ploying  for  this  purpose  a  conglomerate 
head  end  approach. 

COMMENTS 

24.  Parties  responding  to  this  part  of 
the  Commission’s  inquiry  provided  di¬ 
verse  proposals.  Midwest  Video,  as  pre- 

.  viously  noted,  argues  that  the  imposition 
of  any  channel  capacity  and  access  chan¬ 
nel  requirements  regardless  of  whatever 
trigger  Is  chosen  exceeds  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Jurisdiction,  violates  their  consti¬ 
tutional  rights  and  Is  contrary  to  public 
policy.  Others  assert  that  marketplace 
demand  is  sufficient  to  foster  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  expanded  services  and  that  the 
perceived  need  to  adopt  regulations  over 


these  matters  is  evidence  that  the  serv¬ 
ices  required  will  not  be  profitable.  Thirty 
cable  system  operators  filing  joint  com¬ 
ments  favored  the  adoption  of  an  ap¬ 
proach  tied  to  number  of  subscribers  as 
most  reflective  of  a  system’s  ability  to 
finance  access  channel  and  channel  ca¬ 
pacity  obligations.  These  parties  suggest 
the  adoption  of  a  25,000  subscriber  figure 
as  the  level  upon  which  to  base  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  requirements.  Other  cable  tele¬ 
vision  interests  including  the  National 
Cable  Television  Association  urge  either 
the  complete  elimination  of  channel 
capacity  and  access  channel  require¬ 
ments  or  alternatively  an  exemption  for 
smaller  systems  within  major  television 
markets.  Central  California  Communi¬ 
cations  Corporation,  for  example,  sug¬ 
gests  the  maintenance  of  the  present  cri¬ 
teria  with  an  exemption  for  those  sys¬ 
tems  which  have  fewer  than  3500  sub¬ 
scribers.  Michigan  CATV  Company  and 
Coldwater  Cable  Television,  Inc.  urge 
the  Commission  to  raise  any  exemption 
to  5000  and  exempt  systems  with  either 
less  than  that  number  of  subscribers  or 
systems  which  operate  in  communities 
with  fewer  than  15,000  people. 

25.  Other  parties  including  various 
members  of  the  Cable  Television  Infor¬ 
mation  Center  of  the  Urban  Institute, 
Urban  Planning  Aid  Inc.,  the  Joint  Coun¬ 
cil  on  Educational  Telecommunications 
and  private  citizens,  Linda  Therkelson 
and  Elaine  O’Neil,  suggest  a  multitiered 
approach  based  on  subscriber  count.  Un¬ 
der  these  proposals,  a  system  operator’s 
access  and  channel  capacity  obligations 
would  increase  in  incremental  amounts 
in  direct  proportion  to  the  number  of 
subscribers  which  the  system  has.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  systems  with,  for  example, 
fewer  than  1,000  subscribers  might  have 
to  provide  a  channel  for  access  use  with¬ 
out  providing  the  facilities  for  the  pro¬ 
duction  of  programming.  Systems  with 
between  1,000  and  3,500  subscribers 
might  provide  one  channel  with  limited 
production  facilities.  Once  a  system  ob¬ 
tains  3500  subscribers  under  several  of 
these  proposals  it  would  be  subject  to 
the  full  panoply  of  channel  capacity  and 
access  channel  obligations  imposed  by 
our  rules. 

26.  In  support  of  limited  access  require¬ 
ments  for  smaller  systems,  the  Joint 
Council  of  Educational  Telecommunica¬ 
tions  argues  that  many  local  school  sys¬ 
tems,  colleges  and  universities  have  their 
own  production  facilities  and  access 
could,  therefore,  be  provided  “at  a 
cost  •  •  •  no  greater  than  that  of  an 
audio  visual  modulator.”  In  a  similar 
vein.  Dr.  Robert  Fina  points  to  the  fact 
that  Kutztown  State  College  originates 
programming  into  the  Borough  of  Kutz- 
town  through  a  cable  system  “which  has 
far  less  than  3500  subscribers’’  and  pro¬ 
vides  the  Borough  “with  its  only  means 
of  local  television  news  coverage.” 

27.  Various  other  parties  including 
Storer  Broadcasting,  the  City  of  Eugene, 
Oregon,  Leon  County  Public  Library,  and 
the  Committee  on  Regulation  and  Legis¬ 
lation  of  Video  and  Cable  of  the  Com¬ 
munications  Section  of  the  American  As¬ 
sociation  of  Libraries,  while  favoring  the 
adoption  of  an  approach  tied  to  sub- 
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scriber  count  or  percent  of  cable  system 
penetration  do  not  suggest  what  the  ap¬ 
propriate  subscriber  count  or  percent  of 
penetration  might  be. 

28.  Opposing  an  approach  tied  to  sub¬ 
scriber  count,  Metromedia  argues  that 
a  cable  system’s  channel  capacity  is  al¬ 
ready  determined  by  the  time  that  the 
first  subscriber  is  signed  up  and,  there¬ 
fore,  any  trigger  based  upon  subscriber 
count  leaves  the  operator  unable  to  de¬ 
termine  his  responsibilities.  Other  broad¬ 
cast  interests  in  urging  the  retention  of 
the  major  market  criteria  for  the  imposi¬ 
tion  of  the  access  rules  assert  that  these 
requirements  are  the  Quid,  pro  quo  for  the 
additional  signal  carriage  permitted  sys¬ 
tems  in  the  major  markets. 

29.  An  opposite  approach  is  suggested 
by  various  members  of  the  San  Diego 
School  system  and  the  National  Educa¬ 
tion  Association,  who  argue  that  any  re¬ 
quirement  that  a  cable  system  provide  ac¬ 
cess  services  should  be  based  upon  the 
absence  of  other  electronic  communica¬ 
tions  services  within  the  community.  In 
support  of  this  position,  it  is  asserted 
that  many  smaller  communities  which 
do  not  have  local  radio  or  television  cov¬ 
erage  actually  have  a  greater  need  for 
access  channels,  and  this  need  should  be 
reflected  in  the  Commission’s  require¬ 
ments.  Other  suggestions  would  tie  the 
provision  of  access  services  to  an  under¬ 
taking  by  the  franchising  authority,  lo¬ 
cal  educational  authority  or  individual 
member  of  the  public  that  such  body  will 
be  responsible  for  programming  one  or 
more  access  channels. 

30.  Lastly,  a  majority  of  the  parties  di¬ 
rectly  referencing  it,  urged  the  adoption 
of  a  conglomerate  headend  approach  to 
determining  subscriber  count.  This  ap¬ 
proach,  it  is  asserted,  more  totally  re¬ 
flects  a  system  size  and  corresponds  in 
generally  with  measurement  standards 
followed  by  the  industry. 

RESOLUTION 

31.  The  question  of  what  criterion 
should  be  used  in  applying  the  access  and 
channel  capacity  rules  involves  three 
component  parts:  a)  should  the  rules  ap¬ 
ply  on  a  headend  or  conglomerate  rather 
than  community-by-community  basis; 
b)  should  certain  types  of  systems  in  the 
major  television  markets  that  are  now 
subject  to  these  rules  be  relieved  of  their 
obligations;  and  c)  should  some  systems 
outside  of  the  major  markets  that  are  not 
now  subject  to  the  rules  become  subject 
to  them. 

32.  We  turn  first  to  the  question  of 
whether  we  should  discontinue  our  prior 
practice  of  requiring  that  separate  access 
channels  be  provided  to  each  community 
served — whether  it  is  not  sufficient  for 
one  set  of  channels  and  facilities  to  serve 
more  than  one  community  if  the  system 
is  so  constructed  that  one  integrated 
cable  plant  serves  more  than  one  com¬ 
munity.  The  basic  problem  is  that  com¬ 
munity  boundaries  do  not  correspond  to 
the  technical  and  economic  realities  of 
cable  television  system  construction. 
Technical  and  economic  factors  fre¬ 
quently  dictate  that  one  technically  in¬ 
tegrated  cable  television  plant  serve 


many  communities.  We  have,  in  the  proc¬ 
ess  of  considering  numerous  waiver  re¬ 
quests  involving  the  question  of  whether 
one  set  of  channels  could  serve  more 
than  one  community,  come  to  recognize 
that  the  provision  of  access  channels  is 
more  appropriately  related  to  the  reali¬ 
ties  of  system  construction  than  it  is  to 
community  boundaries.  We  have,  accord¬ 
ingly,  determined  to  reflect  this  in  the 
rules  by  applying  the  rules  to  integrated 
cable  entities  regardless  of  the  number 
of  community  boundaries  which  they 
may  cross.  In  our  pending  proceeding 
looking  to  fundamental  changes  in  the 
definition  of  a  cable  system  (See  Notice 
of  Proposed  Rulemaking  in  Docket  20561, 
FCC  75-896,  54  FCC  2d  824  (1975) ,  we  in¬ 
dicated  our  Intent  to  amend  our  rules  to 
more  nearly  reflect  the  technical  and  eco¬ 
nomic  demands  of  cable  television  system 
operation.  While  the  action  taken  here 
is  consistent  with  our  proposals  in  that 
proceeding,  it  should  be  made  clear  that 
it  is  not  our  intent  here  to  prejudge  in 
any  way  the  broader  issues  involved  in 
that  proceeding. 

33.  The  second  major  question  involv¬ 
ing  the  applicability  of  these  rules  con¬ 
cerns  whether  it  is  appropriate  that  they 
apply  to  all  systems  of  whatever  size  that 
are  located  in  the  major  television  mar¬ 
kets.  We  recognized  in  the  Notice  in  this 
proceeding  that  there  are  systems  in  the 
major  markets  far  too  small  to  bear  the 
burdens  of  providing  access  services.  (See 
53  FCC  2d  791-792).  In  addition,  the  au¬ 
diences  viewing  access  programming  on 
such  systems  may  reasonably  be  expected 
to  be  so  small  that  a  federally  imposed 
requirement  would  appear  inappropriate. 
We  accordingly  have  determined  to  ex¬ 
empt  from  our  channel  capacity  and  ac¬ 
cess  channel  obligations  those  systems 
that  cannot  in  general  reasonably  be  ex¬ 
pected  to  have  a  need  for,  or  be  able  to 
support,  these  services. 

34.  We  have  examined  community  size, 
penetration  rates,  and  several  measures 
of  system  profitability,  as  well  as  various 
combinations  of  these  in  attempting  to 
determine  what  criterion  should  bring 
the  rules  into  play.  Based  upon  this  ex¬ 
amination  we  have  determined  to  alter 
our  channel  capacity  and  access  channel 
requirements  to  apply  only  to  those  sys¬ 
tems  which  have  3500  or  more  sub¬ 
scribers.* 

35.  We  have  reached  this  conclusion 
for  several  reasons.  While  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  a  formula  which  in  all  cases 
accurately  projects  community  need  as 
well  as  system  financial  viability  would 
be  ideal,  we  have  been  unable  to  con¬ 
struct  such  a  formula.  The  profitability 
of  a  cable  television  system  depends  on 
numerous,  often  interrelated,  consldera- 

*  The  decision  as  to  criteria  for  applying 
these  rules  Is,  of  course.  Intimately  related 
to  the  substantive  nature  of  the  require¬ 
ments  themselves.  Although  for  the  sake  of 
convenience  the  applicability  criteria  are 
discussed  here  separately,  the  criteria  were 
selected  with  due  regard  for  the  Impact  of 
the  changed  obligations  which  were  briefly 
reviewed  above  and  which  are  discussed  In 
greater  detaU  In  subsequent  sections  of  this 
document. 


tions — the  adequacy  of  off -the -air  tele¬ 
vision  reception,  the  nature  and  amount 
of  non-broadcast  services  provided,  sub¬ 
scribers  per  mile  of  distribution  plant, 
business  acumen  of  the  system  operator, 
to  name  but  a  few.  Similarly,  while  the 
need  of  a  community  for  access  services 
does,  we  believe,  increase  with  commu¬ 
nity  size,  there  are  other  factors  includ¬ 
ing  the  availability  of  alternate  media 
within  the  community  which  also  effect 
such  need.  Some  generalizations  are 
however  possible.  A  cable  system’s  ad¬ 
ministrative,  service  and  general  expense 
charges  are  comparatively  fixed  cost 
items.  The  per  subscriber  costs  imposed 
by  these  expense  items  falls  move  heavily 
on  smaller  systems  which  as  a  result  are 
often  less  profitable.  As  subscriber  count 
increases  some  economies  of  scale  ad¬ 
vantages  are  realized.  These  cost  advan¬ 
tages  become  increasingly  apparent  as 
the  system  approaches  the  3500  sub¬ 
scriber  level.  At  that  level  a  system  also 
usually  employs  several  fulltime  experi¬ 
enced  staff  members,  has  gross  revenues 
of  at  least  a  quarter  of  a  million  dollars 
(3500x$6.50/per  months  X 12  months^ 
$295,750)  and  can,  we  believe,  absorb  the 
comparatively  small  additional  expense 
involved  in  meeting  our  requirements.  In 
addition,  for  a  system  to  obtain  3500  or 
more  subscribers  it  must,  in  general, 
serve  a  community  of  25.000  or  more 
population.'  A  community  of  this  size  or 
larger  may  reasonably  be  presumed  to 
have  a  need  for  expanded  channel  ca¬ 
pacity  and  access  services.  This  is  par¬ 
ticularly  true  if  the  community  does  not 
have  sufficient  alternate  sources  of  local 
electronic  media  to  which  its  citizens  can 
gain  direct  access.  By  setting  our  level 
at  3500  subscribers  we  have  acted  to  ex¬ 
empt  smaller  often  less  profitable  sys¬ 
tems  from  complying  with  our  require¬ 
ments  and  insured  that  larger  commu¬ 
nities  will  have  the  benefits  associated 
with  expanded  channel  capability  and 
the  provision  of  access  services.  At  the 
same  time,  we  have  established  a  reason¬ 
able  margin  of  insurance  that  the  costs 
Imposed  on  larger  systems  can  be  equi¬ 
tably  distributed  over  a  sufficient  number 
of  subscribers  so  as  not  to  impose  an 
undue  burden  on  either  the  system  op¬ 
erator  or  the  public. 

36.  Several  parties  in  opposing  an  op¬ 
tion  tied  to  subscriber  count  have  argued 
that  such  an  approach  may  lead  to  un¬ 
certainty,  for  the  channel  capacity  of  a 
system  must  be  determined  prior  to  its 
construction  whereas  the  number  of  sub¬ 
scribers  which  a  system  will  obtain  can¬ 
not  be  determined  until  it  has  been  in 
operation  for  a  reasonable  period  of  time. 
We  do  not  believe  that  this  is  an  insur¬ 
mountable  problem.  Prior  to  bidding  on  a 

•Generalizations  respecting  the  relation¬ 
ship  between  community  size  and  system  size 
are,  of  course.  Imprecise.  For  the  most  part, 
however.  If  a  system  operates  In  a  community 
of  26,000  and  passes  all  homes  within  that 
community  it  may  reasonably  be  expected  to 
approach  the  3600  subscriber  level  mark.  The 
equation  Is  as  follows:  26.000-1-2.9  (U.S. 
Census  Bureau  est.  of  persons  per  home  for 
1976)  X  40  percent  (a  reasonable  saturation 
level)  =3,448  subscribers. 
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franchise  or  constructing  a  system  most 
cable  operators  conduct  marketing  sur¬ 
veys  either  for  their  own  revenue  projec¬ 
tions  or  in  order  to  obtain  outside  financ¬ 
ing.  These  surveys  typically  include  pro¬ 
jections  of  population  growth  of  the 
franchise  area,  the  number  of  homes 
passed  each  year,  the  availability  of  off- 
the-air  television  coverage  as  affecting 
penetration  rates,  etc.  A  key  element  in 
these  surveys  is  the  number  of  subscrib¬ 
ers  which  the  system  can  expect  to  at¬ 
tain  in  various  years  of  operation.  Should 
these  projections  indicate  that  a  system 
might  ultimately  in  fact  reach  the  3500 
subscriber  mark,  common  sense  will  dic¬ 
tate  that  in  constructing  the  system  our 
requirements  must  be  observed.  Should 
there  be  isolated  situations  where  an 
operator  in  good  faith  for  whatever  rea¬ 
son  misjudges  the  size  of  his  system  we 
shall  of  course  entertain  waivers  of  our 
requirements. 

37.  In  choosing  3500  subscribers  as  the 
level  upon  which  to  base  our  require¬ 
ments  we  have  rejected  the  arguments  of 
those  who  believe  that  a  multitiered  ap¬ 
proach  to  the  provision  of  access  services 
is  appropriate.  While  we  continue  to  urge 
the  provision  of  access  services  by  all 
systems  we  do  not  think  that,  based  on 
the  record  before  us,  additional  federally 
imposed  requirements  jire  at  this  time 
appropriate.  The  limited  public  interest 
benefits  which  might  be  derived  from  a 
multitiered  approach  are,  we  believe, 
more  than  balanced  by  a  need  to  simplify 
our  requirements  and  to  avoid  imposing 
additional  economic  burdens  on  system 
operators,  cable  subscribers,  and  the 
public. 

38.  Having  determined  that  it  is  ap¬ 
propriate  to  exempt  from  the  obligations 
of  these  rules  those  systems  within  the 
major  television  markets  that  have  fewer 
than  3500  subscribers,  we  next  turn  to 
the  question  of  whether  these  require¬ 
ments  ought  not  also  be  applied  to  those 
3500  or  more  subscriber  systems  that  are 
not  located  in  the  major  television  mar¬ 
kets.  We  believe  they  should  and  are  no 
longer  persuaded  that  the  applicability 
of  these  rules  should  depend  on  the  mar¬ 
ket  location  of  the  system  involved. 
While  there  are  certain  differences  be¬ 
tween  the  number  of  signals  that  are 
available  in  the  major  television  markets 
and  in  other  areas  and  while  there  may 
be  some  differences  between  the  types  of 
communities,  we  do  not  believe  these  are 
sufficient  to  rationally  distinguish  where 
the  rules  should  apply.  In  fact,  some  of 
the  differences,  as  for  example,  the 
paucity  of  television  programming  that 
may  be  available  in  certain  areas  outside 
of  the  major  markets,  suggest  that  there 
may  be  a  greater  need  for  access  services 
in  these  areas.  It  is  important  to  remem¬ 
ber  that  there  are  systems  of  very  con¬ 
siderable  size  in  these  markets.  As  we 
noted  in  footnote  16  of  the  Notice  in  this 
proceeding: 

Of  the  top  25  operating  cable  television  sys¬ 
tems  In  the  United  States  listed  In  Cable 
Sourcebook  1974  and  ranked  according  to 
number  of  subscribers,  13  systems  serving 
277,000  subscribers  are  either  located  outside 
of  all  television  markets  (6)  or  within  a 
smaller  television  market  (7) . 
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In  sum,  we  believe  it  appropriate  to 
trigger  the  applicability  of  these  rules  by 
system  size  rather  than  by  system  loca¬ 
tion. 

39.  By  changing  the  criterion  for  ap¬ 
plying  the  rule,  we  have  shifted  the 
group  subject  to  the  rules  so  that  only 
3500  subscriber  systems  must  comply. 
Based  on  the  data  presently  available  to 
us  it  appears  that,  because  the  rules  will 
now  apply  to  all  larger  systems  without 
regard  to  location,  more  than  50  percent 
of  all  cable  subscribers  will  now  be  on 
systems  providing  the  full  range  of  the 
required  access  services.  Between  700  and 
800  systems  or  combinations  of  systems 
will  be  subject  to  our  new  rules.  While 
our  requirements  will  impose  new  bur¬ 
dens  on  some  systems  it  is  important  to 
remember  that  all  systems  with  more 
than  3500  subscribers  are  already  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  obligations  imposed  by  sec¬ 
tion  76.253  of  the  Rules.  That  rule  pro¬ 
vides  that  as  of  January  1,  1976,  cable 
television  systems  with  3500  or  more  sub¬ 
scribers  must  make  available  to  the  pub¬ 
lic,  equipment  for  local  production  and 
presentation  of  cablecast  programs  and 
permit  local  non-operator  production 
and  presentation  of  such  programs. 
Many  of  the  reasons  which  led  us  to  ar¬ 
rive  at  the  3500  subscriber  figure  in  that 
context  are  applicable  to  our  decision 
herein.7  Moreover,  by  adopting  the  same 
trigger  for  our  access  channel  require¬ 
ments  and  our  facilities  requirement  we 
have  acted  to  simplify  our  rules.  By  com¬ 
plying  with  our  access  rules  in  the  past,  a 
system  in  effect  also  complied  with  our 
facilities  .requirements,  for  the  equip¬ 
ment  which  is  required  to  comply  with 
§  76.253  is  included  in  the  equipment  we 
mandate  for  the  public  access  channel.'1 


i  By  requiring  that  system  operators  pro¬ 
vide  equipment  tor  the  local  production  and 
presentation  of  cablecast  programs  and  per¬ 
mitting  local  non-operator  production  and 
presentation  of  such  programs,  f  76.253  has 
been  in  essence  an  access  requirement.  This 
section  was  previously  set  out  from  the  rest 
of  the  Commission’s  access  rules  due  to  Its 
history.  Unlike  the  other  access  requirements, 
$  76.253  has  Its  origin  In  the  Commission’s 
former  mandatory  origination  rule  which  re¬ 
quired,  In  addition  to  facilities  for  public 
production  of  programming,  that  an  operator 
with  3500  or  more  subscribers  engage  In  pro¬ 
gramming  himself.  (See  former  {§  74.1111 
and  76.201  of  the  Rules.)  Although  upheld  in 
United  States  v.  Midwest  Video,  supra,  the 
mandatory  origination  requirement  was  sub¬ 
sequently  eliminated  from  the  rules  based 
upon  the  Commission's  belief  that  the  avail¬ 
ability  of  cablecasting  equipment  to  the 
pubUc  Is  a  more  appropriate  means  to  foster 
local  programming  than  Imposing  mandatory 
programming  requirements  on  system  op¬ 
erators  whose  primary  responsibility  Is  to 
build  and  maintain  their  systems  and  who 
may  not  be  motivated  to  produce  quality 
programming  of  local  interest. 

•  In  specifying  the  type  of  equipment  which 
a  cable  system  with  3500  or  more  subscribers 
must  have  we  stated  In  paragraph  39  of  the 
Report  and  Order  In  Docket  No.  19988,  FCC 
74-1279,  49  FCC  2d  1090  (1974): 

•  •  •  In  order  to  comply  with  the  rule,  the 
operator  must  have  at  least  the  capacity  to 
afTord  live  programming  with  one  or  more 
black  and  white  cameras,  the  capacity  to 
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We  have  determined,  therefore,  to  delete 
both  88  76.251  and  76.253  from  our  rules 
and  merge  the  requirements  contained 
in  those  sections  in  the  rules  we  are 
adopting  today.  (See  appendix) 

The  One-for-One  Rule 

INTRODUCTION 

40.  We  turn  next  to  a  consideration 
of  those  specific  provisions  of  the  rules 
on  which  we  have  sought  and  received 
comments.  Although  in  our  Notice  we 
indicated  that  we  were  not  considering 
changing  the  20-channel  capacity  rule, 
some  comments  have  suggested  we  do  so. 
The  difference  in  cost  between  construe-' 
ing  a  system  with  the  capacity  for  12 
channels  and  building  a  system  with  the 
capacity  for  20  channels  is  small.  We 
also  observed  that  many  systems,  al¬ 
though  not  required  to  do  so  by  our  rules, 
are  installing  equipment  capable  of  pro¬ 
viding  20  or  more  channels.  (See  foot¬ 
note  11,  53  FCC  2d  at  790)  Nothing  in 
the  comments  has  caused  us  to  alter  our 
initial  opinion.  We  continue  to  believe 
that  retaining  this  rule  will  aid  in  insur¬ 
ing  the  availability  of  capacity  on  cable 
television  systems  for  future  broadband 
communications  uses. 

41.  We  did.  however,  indicate  our  in¬ 
tent  to  review  the  need  for  §  76.251(a) 
(2)  of  the  rules.  This  section  requires 
that  a  system  subject  to  our  channel 
capacity  rules  must  maintain  bandwidth 
capable  of  transmitting  one  non-broad- 
cast  channel  for  each  broadcast  channel 
used.  As  we  observed  in  our  June  3  No¬ 
tice,  this  requirement  has  no  effect  upon 
any  system  which  furnished  its  sub¬ 
scribers  with  ten  or  fewer  broadcast  sig¬ 
nals  because  compliance  with  our  20 
channel  capacity  rule  will  also  satisfy 
the  one-for-one  requirement.  However, 
for  those  systems  which  provide  their 
subscribers  with  over  ten  broadcast  sig¬ 
nals,  compliance  with  the  one-for-one 
rule  may  pose  a  very  significant  burden 
by  requiring  the  installation  of  a  second 
cable  or  the  construction  of  systems  with 
extremely  large  amounts  of  non-broad- 
cast  bandwidth  for  which  there  is  no 
reasonably  forseeable  future  need.  For 
these  reasons  we  raised  for  consideration 
in  this  proceeding  the  possibility  of  de¬ 
leting  the  Section  76.251(a)(2)  "one- 
Jor-one”  requirement. 

COMMENTS 

42.  Comments  provided  with  respect 
to  this  portion  of  our  Notice  have  con¬ 
firmed  our  initial  judgment.  The  vast 
majority  of  parties  who  directly  refer¬ 
enced  this  requirement  in  their  com¬ 
ments  urged  its  deletion.  For  example, 
the  State  of  Minnesota  Cable  Communi¬ 
cations  Board  states  that  compliance 


video  tape  record  remote  programs,  edit,  and 
play  them  back,  and  the  capacity  to  modulate 
the  resulting  video  and  audio  production  on 
a  cable  channel. 

In  footnote  12  of  that  document  we  stated : 
As  an  example,  a  one-half  inch  portable 
video  tape  recorder  with  a  camera  and  ap¬ 
propriate  adaptors  to  connect  to  an  editing/ 
playback  video  tape  deck  and  to  a  modulator 
would  constitute  a  very  basic  requirement. 
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with  tills  requirement  may  unfairly  re¬ 
quire  operators  to  rebuild  their  systems 
even  if  there  Is  no  use  for  the  multiple 
non-broadcast  services  which  could  be 
provided.  When  applied  to  the  three  sys¬ 
tems  it  owns  in  the  San  Francisco  Bay 
area.  Western  Communications  Inc. 
states  that  compliance  with  this  require¬ 
ment  would  necessitate  the  construction 
of  a  system  with  between  44  and  54 
channel  capacity,  at  an  additional  cost 
of  between  $2.1  and  $4.6  million.  Such 
cost.  Western  argues,  may  exceed  its 
present  $4.3  million  investment  in  these 
three  systems,  and  cannot  be  justified  in 
terms  of  any  evidence  of  future  need. 
Various  parties  urged  that  we  replace 
this  requirement  with  a  two-for  one 
rule;  that  is,  for  every  two  broadcast  sig¬ 
nals  carried  the  system  must  maintain 
one  channel  for  non-broadcast  use.  Such 
a  requirement  it  is  argued  would  more 
reasonably  insure  the  future  availability 
of  capacity. 

RESOLUTION 

43.  In  indicating  the  need  for  a  re¬ 
consideration  of  this  rule  we  stated: 

IWle  believe  that  by  framing  our 
channel  capacity  requirements  to  mirror 
the  number  of  television  channels  which 
a  system  provides  its  subscribers  we  have 
created  an  artificial  formula  unrelated 
tor  the  realistic  needs  of  each  community 
which  may  result  in  the  imposition  of 
unjustifiable  costs  to  system  operators 
and  ultimately  to  the  public  (footnote 
omitted) .  53  FCC  2d  782,  795. 

The  comments  filed  and  our  further 
consideration  of  this  matter  confirm  our 
belief  that  this  particular  rule  does  not 
provide  the  most  advantageous  means  of 
assuring  adequate  cable  system  channel 
capacity.  Nor  do  we  believe  the  problems 
inherent  in  relating  channel  capacity  to 
broadcast  signals  carried  can  be  rem¬ 
edied  by  changing  the  form  of  the  rule 
so  that  only  one  non-broadcast  channel 
must  be  provided  for  every  two  broadcast 
television  channels  carried.  To  the  bur¬ 
densome  nature  of  this  rule  and  the  lack 
of  any  necessary  relation  between  signals 
carried  and  the  need  for  non-broadcast 
channel  space  we  would  add  a  practical 
problem  with  the  rule  which  renders  it 
counter-productive  in  some  respects  and 
impractical  of  application  in  others.  This 
problem  relates,  once  again,  to  the  reali¬ 
ties  of  system  construction.  Channel 
capacity  is  to  some  extent  set  once  the 
system’s  distribution  plant  is  installed. 
If  the  addition  of  a  signal  were  to  trigger 
a  massive  reconstruction  requirement  in 
order  to  comply  with  the  one-for-one  re¬ 
quirement  this  would,  in  the  case  of  a 
signal  whose  carriage  was  voluntary, 
tend  to  discourage  that  signal’s  addition 
And,  in  the  case  of  newly  authorized  sta¬ 
tions  whose  carriage  was  mandatory, 
create  great  uncertainty  at  the  time  of 
Initial  Instruction  as  to  what  capacity 
would  be  eventually  required.  In  view  of 
these  considerations  and  consistent  with 
the  belief  that  restrictions  should  be 
maintained  only  when  there  is  reasonable 
evidence  of  their  need,  we  have  deter¬ 
mined  to  eliminate  this  requirement. 


Two-Way  Requirement 
INTRODUCTION 

44.  Our  two-way  requirement  con¬ 
tained  in  Section  76.251(a)  (3)  '  poses  a 
more  difficult  problem.  At  present,  sys¬ 
tems  affected  by  our  channel  capacity 
and  access  channel  trigger  must  con¬ 
struct  their  distribution  networks  so  as 
to  provide  the  capacity  for  non-voice  re¬ 
turn  communications.  In  setting  for  com¬ 
ment  the  appropriate  approach  which  we 
should  take  with  respect  to  this  rule,  we 
indicated  our  tentative  belief  that  com¬ 
pliance  with  this  requirement  has  not 
been  unreasonably  burdensome  at  least 
for  new  systems.  We  also  specifically  re¬ 
quested  data  relating  to  the  incremental 
costs  imposed  by  this  requirement  and 
opinions  as  to  whether  compliance  with 
this  reqiurement  does  in  fact  tend  to 
facilitate  the  provision  of  two-way  serv¬ 
ices. 

COMMENTS 

45.  Most  system  operators  and  cable 
television  interests  as  well  as  a  few  other 
parties  favored  the  deletion  of  the  two- 
way  requirement.  Urging  its  elimination, 
California  Community  Cablevision  as¬ 
serts  that  while  the  rule  presently  pro¬ 
vides  a  burden  to  system  operators,  eco¬ 
nomically  viable  two-way  operation  are 
at  least  five  years  away.  The  Community 
Antenna  Television  Association  asserts 
that  compliance  with  this  Commission 
requirement  can  increase  conduction 
costs  from  10  percent  to  140  percent.  The 
Berkeley  Community  access  center  also 
urges  the  deletion  of  this  requirement 
but  its  replacement  by  a  loca^  standard. 
Coldwater  Cable  Television  in  urging  its 
elimination  notes,  however,  that  several 
experiments  are  presently  underway  in 
the  State  of  Michigan  including  “an 
ambitious  two-way  study  at  Adrian  •  •  • 
involving  several  schools,  a  resource 
center,  two-way  cable  TV  and  expert  in¬ 
structors.” 

46.  The  Broadband  Communications 
Section.  Communications  Division  of  The 
Electronic  Industries  Association  urges 
the  retention  of  our  two-way  require¬ 
ments,  arguing  that  without  such  built- 
in  capacity  systems  will  tend  to  stifle  or 
delay  the  provision  of  bi-directional  com¬ 
munications.  This  view  is  echoed  in  com- 


•  It  should  be  recalled  that  the  rule  In  Its 
present  form  does  not  require  that  the  cable 
system  be  operational  In  the  return  mode. 
Rather,  as  we  stated  In  our  Notice  In  this 
proceeding.  It  was  an  attempt: 

•  •  •  to  Insure  that  new  systems  would  be 
constructed  so  as  to  be  capable  of  furnishing 
two-way  services  "without  having  to  en¬ 
gage  In  timeconsuming  and  costly  system  re¬ 
build."  when  and  If  a  demand  arises  for  such 
services.  As  a  practical  matter,  this  reqiure¬ 
ment  necessitates  the  Installation  of  certain 
passive  equipment  In  the  system's  distribu¬ 
tion  network  and  the  use  of  downstream 
amplifiers  which  possess  minimum  second 
order  distortion  characteristics.  These  ampli¬ 
fiers  must  also  be  contained  In  a  “dual  hous¬ 
ing”  unit  capable  of  receiving  a  second  ampli¬ 
fier  for  upstream  use.  The  actual  installa¬ 
tion  of  this  second  ampUfler.  however.  Is  not 
required  to  comply  with  our  rules.  63  PCC  3d 
783.  793-794. 


ments  filed  by  Hendrix  Corp.  which  also 
favors  the  adoption  of  limited  opera¬ 
tional  two-way  capability  for  digital  data 
transmission  on  an  experimental  basis 
noting: 

We  have  no  crystal  ball  capable  of  Identify¬ 
ing  which  of  the  many  proposed  services  or 
combinations  thereof  will  succeed.  We  know, 
however,  as  practitioners  of  high-technology 
in  a  computer  oriented  Industry,  that  the 
existence  of  and  access  to  broadband  bi¬ 
directional  digital  communications  will  be 
necessary  when  computer  and  cable  tech¬ 
nologies  merge. 

47.  A  majority  of  educational  author¬ 
ities  also  urged  the  retention  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  two-way  requirement.  In  sup¬ 
port  of  retention  of  this  requirement, 
the  Joint  Council  on  Educational  Tele¬ 
communications  asserts  that  the  present 
requirement  as  interpreted  leaves  up  to 
the  system  operator  the  choice  of 
whether  to  inaugurate  two-way  services 
while  its  elimination  would  reduce  the 
Commission’s  future  options  should  two- 
way  operations  prove  economically  fea¬ 
sible.  The  National  Association  of  Educa¬ 
tional  Broadcasters  urges  retention  of 
the  requirement,  arguing  that  without 
such  a  requirement,  systems  would  in 
the  near  future  have  to  undergo  lengthy 
and  costly  rebuild  as  “two-way  instruc¬ 
tive  uses  continue  to  develop  and  assume 
increased  significance  in  the  educational 
process.”  Also  urging  the  retention  of  the 
Commission’s  rule,  the  City  of  Imperial 
Beach,  California  asserts: 

Within  the  past  several  years  cities  such  as 
Imperial  Beach  have  begun  joining  together 
to  provide  government  services  and  to  in¬ 
crease  governmental  efficiency  pursuant  to 
Intermunicipal  cooperative  agreements.  Cities 
are  Bharlng  data  processing  and  computer 
time.  Cities  are  reducing  capital  and  operat¬ 
ing  costs  by  cooperating  in  the  provision  of 
fire  and  police  services.  As  this  trend  con¬ 
tinues  to  develop  It  Is  reasonable  to  expect 
that  cities  wUl  utilize  the  two-way  capacity 
of  cable  systems  In  a  way  that  will  both  re¬ 
duce  the  cost  of  government  and  be  of  eco¬ 
nomic  benefit  to  the  system. 

Finally,  in  favoring  a  partial  retention 
of  the  two-way  rule,  various  staff  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Cable  Television  Information 
Center  have  provided  a  study  of  the  costs 
entailed  in  compliance  with  this  rule. 
This  study  Indicates  that  while  the  in¬ 
cremental  cost  of  compliance  with  our 
two-way  requirement  is  in  the  order  of 
$200-$300  per  strand  mile  for  new  sys¬ 
tems  or  systems  which  have  to  recon¬ 
struct  to  meet  our  20  channel  capacity 
requirement,  the  cost,  $1500,  to  recon¬ 
struct  to  provide  two-way  capacity  for  a 
system  otherwise  in  compliance  with  our 
requirements  is  substantially  higher.  In 
addition,  CTTC  provided  cost  estimates 
to  convert  our  capacity  requirement  to 
the  theoretical  capability  to  provide  two- 
way  service,  absent  terminal  charges. 
These  estimates  are  in  the  order  of  $700- 
$2000  per  strand  mile. 

RESOLUTION 

48.  In  attempting  to  resolve  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  whether  to  retain,  delete  or  In 
some  fashion  modify  the  two-way  capac- 
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ity  requirement  we  are  faced  with 
several  distinct,  interrelated  and  com¬ 
peting  considerations.  Initially,  as  with 
the  channel  capacity  requirements  gen¬ 
erally,  there  seems  to  be  no  necessary  re¬ 
lationship  between  a  system’s  location, 
within  or  outside  of  the  major  television 
markets,  and  the  need  for  a  two-way  re¬ 
quirement.  And  it  is  also  apparent  that 
without  a  sufficient  subscriber  base  upon 
which  to  distribute  fixed  costs,  smaller 
cable  systems  will  not  be  in  a  position  to 
support  two-way  cable  operations  of  the 
type  our  existing  requirement  is  intended 
to  foster.  Thus,  some  adjustment  in  the 
applicability  of  these  rules  would  appear 
to  be  in  order. 

49.  A  second  consideration  involves  the 
relatively  untried  nature  of  those  two- 
way  services  which  may  be  provided  by 
cable.  The  theoretical  problems  of  how  to 
conduct  two-way  cable  operations  seem 
well  on  the  way  to  solution,  but  practical 
problems,  both  technical  and  economic, 
remain.  While  a  number  of  experiments 
with  two-way  cable  operations  are  in 
progress,  practical  commercial  two-way 
services  are  not  yet  in  general  operation, 
and  developments  in  this  area  have  been 
far  slower  than  was  anticipated  at  the 
time  the  requirement  was  first  adopted. 
In  view  of  this,  we  cannot  say  with  com¬ 
plete  assurance  that  these  services  will 
ever  be  fully  developed,  that  facilities 
constructed  in  anticipation  of  their  de¬ 
velopment  will  wholly  correspond  to  the 
facilities  needed  after  all  technical  ques¬ 
tions  are  resolved,  or  that  some  of  the 
projected  services  will  not  turn  out  to 
be  more  efficiently  accomplished  by  using 
existing  telephone  circuits  or  other  com¬ 
munications  systems. 

50.  On  the  other  hand,  the  public  ben¬ 
efits  of  many  of  the  predicted  two-way 
cable  services  are  substantial  and  worth 
some  considerable  effort  to  facilitate. 
Moreover,  the  obstacles  faced  by  these 
services  may  be  almost  insurmountable 
if  the  necessary  capacity  is  not  generally 
installed  on  cable  systems  as  they  are 
constructed.  There  is  a  very  real  entre¬ 
preneurial  "chicken-and-egg”  problem 
which  has  to  be  overcome  for  two-way 
services  to  develop.  If  systems  generally 
do  not  have  the  capacity  to  provide  these 
services,  then  there  is  little  incentive  to 
develop  the  services.  And  if  the  services 
are  not  developed,  then  there  is  little  in¬ 
centive  to  install  the  capacity.  Moreover, 
it  seems  likely  that  many  of  these  serv¬ 
ices  will  not  be  economically  efficient 
until  economies  of  scale  bring  subscriber 
terminal,  headend  communications 
processing  equipment,  and  software 
costs  to  some  reasonable  level.  All  of  this 
is  compounded  significantly  by  a  second 
problem.  As  the  comments  make  clear, 
the  failure  to  Install  two-way  capacity 
at  the  time  of  initial  construction  or  at 
a  major  reconstruction,  undertaken  for 
other  reasons,  creates  very  substantial 
barriers  to  the  later  introduction  of  the 
capacity.  While  the  costs  of  adding  this 
capacity  initially  are  modest.  It  costs  al¬ 
most  seven  times  as  much  to  add  the  ca¬ 
pacity  at  a  later  date. 


51.  A  careful  review  of  these  consider¬ 
ations  with  particular  emphasis  on  the 
modest  costs  Involved  in  constructing 
with  two-way  capacity,  the  substantial 
obstacles  failure  to  install  this  capacity 
throws  in  the  way  of  the  development  of 
two-way  services,  and  the  very  substan¬ 
tial  public  benefits  that  such  services* 
may  offer,  have  persuaded  us  that  there 
is  a  need  to  retain  our  limited  require¬ 
ment  in  this  area.  We  believe  a  contin¬ 
ued  two-way  capacity  requirement  for 
those  larger  (3500  subscriber)  systems 
commencing  construction  in  the  major 
markets  and  the  expansion  of  this  re¬ 
quirement  to  larger  systems  outside  of 
the  major  markets  will  materially  ad¬ 
vance  the  day  when  two-way  services 
are  generally  implemented.  For  those 
smaller  systems  in  the  major  markets 
and  for  those  which,  under  prior  rules, 
would  have  been  required  to  reconstruct 
to  provide  this  capacity,  we  believe  the 
requirement  is  unduly  burdensome  and 
we  have  accordingly  deleted  its  applica¬ 
tion  to  these  systems.  Those  systems 
with  3500  or  more  subscribers  that  for¬ 
merly  would  have  had,  by  March  1977, 
to  reconstruct  to  provide  this  capacity 
will  now  only  be  required  to  provide  the 
capacity  when  they  are  otherwise  under¬ 
going  reconstruction  to  comply  with  our 
channel  capacity  rules.1® 

52.  In  taking  this  action  we  are  mind¬ 
ful  of  the  recent  decision  of  the  United 
States  Court  of  Appeals  for  the  District 
of  Columbia  in  NARUC  v.  FCC,  Case  No. 
75-1075,  decided  February  10,  1976.  At 
issue  in  that  proceeding  was  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  authority  to  preempt  state  reg¬ 
ulation  of  cable  system  leased  access 
channels  for  intra-state,  two-way, 
point-to-point  non-video  communica¬ 
tions.  The  Court  held  that  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  in  attempting  to  preempt  state  reg¬ 
ulation  of  this  area,  had  exceeded  its  au¬ 
thority.  Consistent  with  this  decision  we 
are  amending  the  rules  to  make  it  clear 
that  we  no  longer  regard  the  regulation 
of  these  services  at  the  state  or  local 
level  to  be  preempted  by  our  regulations. 
The  point  decided  was,  however,  a  nar¬ 
row  one  which,  we  believe,  ought  not 
foreclose  our  continued  authority  to  re¬ 
quire  that  cable  systems  construct  with 
the  capacity  to  provide  two-way  services. 
Some  of  the  important  services  which 
two-way  capacity  makes  possible,  such 
as  operational  monitoring  of  the  sys¬ 
tem’s  functioning,  are  so  clearly  related 
to  the  distribution  of  broadcast  pro¬ 
gramming  as  to  bring  our  capacity  re¬ 
quirement  within  the  holding  of  that 
case. 


"  That  Is,  a  system  in  full  compliance  with 
the  20  channel  capacity  rule  Is  under  no  ob¬ 
ligation  to  reconstruct  to  provide  two-way 
capacity.  However,  a  system  required  to  re¬ 
construct  to  provide  20-channel  capacity 
will  also  be  required  to  add  two-way  capac¬ 
ity  as  part  of  that  reconstruction.  As  exist¬ 
ing  20-channel  systems  naturally  rebuild  it 
is  also  contemplated,  although  not  required, 
that  they  may  take  this  opportunity  to  add 
two-way  capacity. 


Dedicated  Access  Channel  Require¬ 
ments  and  Composite  Access 

INTRODUCTION 

53.  Pursuant  to  §  76.251  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  old  major  market  systems 
have  been  required  not  only  to  recon¬ 
struct  and  provide  capacity  for  20  chan¬ 
nels  and  two-way  by  1977;  they  were 
also  required  once  reconstruction  was 
completed  to  dedicate  four  separate  ac¬ 
cess  channels:  one  free  public  channel, 
one  educational  and  one  governmental 
channel  each  free  of  charge  to  the  users 
for  five  years  after  completion  of  the 
system’s  basic  trunk  line,  and  one  leased 
channel  of  a  type  which  could  be  re¬ 
ceived  by  subscribers  generally.  New  ma¬ 
jor  market  systems  have  been  required 
to  meet  these  requirements  from  the 
date  that  operations  were  commenced. 

54.  The  dedication  of  these  four  ac¬ 
cess  channels  requires,  in  the  majority 
of  cases,  that  a  system  with  20  channel 
capacity  install  a  converter11  in  each 
subscriber’s  home.  By  installing  a  con¬ 
verter  in  each  subscriber’s  home,  a  sys¬ 
tem  with  20  channel  capacity  can  in  fact 
deliver  20  or  more  channels  of  program¬ 
ming  to  that  home.  Without  installing  a 
converter  such  systems  can  at  best  de¬ 
liver  only  12  channels  of  programming 
Accordingly,  the  installation  of  a  con¬ 
verter  was  required  to  meet  the  four 
dedicated  access  channel  requirement  ii 
a  system  as  a  practical  matter  provided 
its  subscribers  with  9  or  more  broadcast 
signals  (i.e.,  9+4>12).“  See  Clarification 
of  the  Rules  and  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule 
Making,  FCC  74-384.  46  FCC  2d  175. 
para.  20  (1974). 

55.  In  our  June  3,  1975  Notice  we  indi¬ 
cated  our  intent  to  proceed  on  an  ad  hoe 
basis  to  waive  our  requirement  to  install 
converters  based  upon  a  showing  that 
compliance  with  this  requirement  was 
unreasonably  burdensome."  In  addition 
we  proposed  to  maintain  our  commit- 

11 A  converter  Is  a  device  that  changes  non¬ 
standard  frequency  channels  (e.g.,  ones 
above  216  Mhz)  to  standard  VHF  channels 
enabling  such  channels  to  be  tuned  directly 
to  the  television  set.  The  installation  of  a 
converter  can  also  be  used  to  diminish  inter¬ 
ference  from  strong  over-the-air  signals. 

u  Generalizations  about  usable  channel 
space  are  in  actuality  imprecise  in  view  ol 
the  reduction  in  usable  channel  space  caused 
by  a  number  of  factors  including  co-channel 
interference  from  strong  over-the-air  signals 
Because  the  number  of  usable  channels  is 
reduced  by  these  factors  many  systems  pro¬ 
viding  8  or  fewer  channels  would  also  have 
to  Install  a  converter  in  order  to  have  suffi¬ 
cient  activated  capability  to  provide  4  chan¬ 
nels  for  access  use. 

“In  delineating  the  type  of  sharing  we 
would  require  we  stated : 

We  would  envision  entertaining  requests  to 
waive  our  converter  requirement  only  in  the 
case  of  smaller  systems  whose  projected  reve¬ 
nues  and  subscriber  potential  are  such  that 
the  imposition  of  this  requirement  would 
appear  to  be  demonstratably  burdensome 
These  systems  should  also  be  prepared  to 
demonstrate  that  there  is  no  present  uot 
reasonably  forseeable  future  demand  for  the 
channels  to  be  added  and  that  should  such  a 
demand  arise,  converters  would  be  installed 
within  a  reasonable  period  of  time. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  41,  NO.  99— THURSDAY,  MAY  20.  1976 


20672 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


ment  to  access  services  by  requiring  all 
systems  ultimately  affected  by  our  access 
channel  criteria  to  make  available  exist¬ 
ing  portions  of  their  bandwidth  for  com¬ 
posite  access  purposes  regardless  of  the 
approach  which  we  ultimately  took  to 
rebuilding  or  installing  converters. 

COMMENTS 

56.  Many  parties  specifically  address¬ 
ing  the  question  of  what  action  should  be 
required  to  make  these  dedicated  chan¬ 
nels  available,  urged  that  the  costs  of 
adding  converters  or  rebuilding  system 
plant  were  so  substantial  as  to  far  out¬ 
weigh  whatever  public  benefits  there 
might  be  in  maintaining  the  multiple 
dedicated  channel  concept.  This  was  par¬ 
ticularly  urged  to  be  the  case  in  situa¬ 
tions  where  it  was  alleged  that  existing 
activated  capability  already  offered  for 
access  uses  remained  unused  over  long 
periods  of  time.  Many  system  operators 
pointed  to  the  expense  involved  in  in¬ 
stalling  converters  in  each  subscriber’s 
home.14  For  example.  Central  California 
Communications  Corporation  and  Cable- 
Corn  General  state  that  the  installation 
of  converters  doubles  the  cost  of  system 
rebuild.  Storer  Broadcasting  Company 
indicates  that  a  rate  increase  of  $1.75 
to  $2.00  per  month  would  be  necessary 
merely  to  cover  the  costs  of  installing 
converters  on  its  systems.  Viacom  Inter¬ 
national  Inc.  notes  the  following: 

The  average  converter  presently  costs 
approximately  $40.  Installation  and  fit¬ 
tings  bring  this  figure  to  approximately 
$50.  If  this  converter  is  depreciated  over 
a  four  year  period,  it  will  cost  approxi¬ 
mately  one  dollar  per  month  to  furnish 
each  subscriber  with  a  converter.  Since 
this  is  eventually  passed  on  to  the  sub¬ 
scriber,  the  subscriber  who  now  pays  for 
example  $5.50  per  month  for  basic  cable 
service  will  pay  an  additional  18  percent 
of  his  present  charge  for  access  channels 
he  may  not  want.  These  costs  do  not  con¬ 
sider  converter  maintenance,  loss  of 
devices,  and  financing  costs  for  the 
units  •  •  •  This  increase  in  the  sub¬ 
scriber  rate  will  lead  to  the  loss  of  sub¬ 
scribers  and  inevitably  an  even  higher 
rate. 

57.  Many  parties  including  various 
cities  and  public  interest  groups  urged 
the  provision  of  composite  access  serv¬ 
ices  rather  than  the  installation  of  a 
converter  if  such  is  necessary  to  provide 
the  four  separate  access  channels  re¬ 
quired  by  the  rules.  Gill  Cable  notes  that 
while  it  is  presently  programming  over 
100  hours  a  week  on  its  system’s  public 
access  channel  in  San  Jose  and  Camp¬ 
bell,  California  that  viewership  identifi¬ 
cation  will  be  enhanced  if  systems  are 
permitted  to  provide  all  access  program¬ 
ming  on  one  channel  rather  than  the 
designation  of  multiple  separate  access 
channels.  The  City  of  Eugene,  Oregon,  in 
a  similar  vein  notes  that  public  agencies 
are  reluctant  to  Invest  the  significant 
amounts  of  money  necessary  to  utilize 


“In  our  June  3d  Notice  we  estimated 
that  the  cost  of  Installing  a  converter  in 
each  subscriber's  home  Is  between  $25-40  per 
subscriber,  exclusive  of  labor. 


separate  designated  access  channels  at 
this  stage  of  cable’s  development.  "Pro¬ 
gramming  a  composite  channel  would 
require  less  investment  for  each  partici¬ 
pating  agency  and  would  give  viewers 
more  reason  to  turn  to  that  channel 
since  it  would  be  more  consistently  uti¬ 
lized  •  •  •  It  is  more  realistic  to  initially 
require  a  composite  access  channel  •  •  • 
to  encourage  the  desired  use  of  cable 
and  allow  for  expansion  with  need. 
At  the  same  time,  it  is  important  that 
stimulus  for  expansion  be  provided.” 
Other  parties  argued  that  the  Commis¬ 
sion  should  never  require  the  installation 
of  a  converter  solely  to  provide  access 
services;  or  that  cable  operators  should 
be  permitted  to  assess  a  direct  charge 
on  those  subscribers  who  wish  a  con¬ 
verter  to  view  access  programming. 
Lastly,  several  parties  point  to  the  results 
of  various  studies  on  access  channel  use 
and  viewership  conducted  either  by 
themselves  or  independent  organiza¬ 
tions  “  which  they  allege  demonstrate 
that  there  is  very  little  present  demand 
for  the  provision  of  four  access  channels 
and  our  rules  should  be  modified  accord¬ 
ingly. 

RESOLUTION 

58.  This  is  a  difficult  area.  It  is  clear 
that  cable  systems  generally  could,  from 
a  technical  point  of  view,  be  recon¬ 
structed  or  otherwise  modified  to  provide 
the  four  dedicated  access  channels  now 
required  of  major  market  systems.  The 
question,  however,  is  whether  the  public 
benefits  of  having  these  multiple  dedi¬ 
cated  channels  outweigh  the  costs  that 
may  be  incurred  in  order  to  provide 
them.  If  it  is  concluded  that  the  require¬ 
ments  in  their  present  form  are  unduly 
burdensome  we  need  then  consider  what 
lesser  obligations  might  nevertheless  be 
appropriate. 

59.  There  seems  no  dispute  that  the 
costs  to  provide  these  channels  are  fre¬ 
quently  very  substantial.  To  comply, 
some  systems  would  have  not  only  to  re¬ 
place  all  of  their  trunk  and  distribution 
cable  and  amplifiers,  but  also  install  con¬ 
verters.  Jusr  looking  at  the  converter 
cost  alone,  a  3500  subscriber  system 
would  have  to  invest,  at  $40  per  con¬ 
verter,  at  least  $140,000  or  more  to  meet 
this  requirement."  The  installation  of  a 
converter  is  one  of  the  single  most 
costly  items  involved  in  cable  system 
reconstruction.  It  is  also  clear  that  there 
is  an  equivalent  burden  placed  on  new 
systems  which  may,  pursuant  to  our 
rules,  have  to  acquire  the  additional 


“See,  e.g.,  Bretz,  R.,  Public  Access  Cable 
TV:  Audiences,  Journal  of  Communications, 
Summer  1975  at  15.  Doty,  PH  Public  Access 
Cable  TV:  Who  Cares,  Journal  of  Communi¬ 
cations.  Summer  1975  at  33.  Johnson,  R.  C. 
and  Agostlno,  D,  The  Columbus  Video  Ac¬ 
cess  Center:  A  Research  Evaluation  of  Audi¬ 
ence  and  Public  Attitudes.  Institute  for  Com¬ 
munication  Research,  Indiana  University, 
1974. 

“This  is  an  overly  simplified  calculation 
because,  among  other  things,  systems  using 
converters  frequently  need  not  only  one  con¬ 
verter  for  each  subscriber  but  a  substantial 
Inventory  of  spare  converters  to  replace  thoee 
broken,  lost,  or  stolen. 


capital  to  provide  converters  prior  to  the 
commencement  of  operations  and  the 
generation  of  any  revenues.  Compliance 
with  this  requirement  may  very  well 
therefore  have  had  the  undesirable  effect 
of  retarding  new  system  growth  and  ex¬ 
pansion  of  access  services  generally. 

60.  While  the  requirement  poses  an 
equivalnt  buerden  for  both  new  and  old 
systems  it  also  equally  effects  large  and 
small.  The  per  subscriber  cost  of  com¬ 
pliance  with  this  requirement,  unlike 
other  portions  of  our  access  and  facilities 
requirements,  does  not  significantly 
diminish  with  system  size.  Whether  a 
system  operator  has  500  subscribers  or 
5,000  he  still  must  pay,  exclusive  of  labor 
charges,  at  least  $25-$40  per  subscriber  if 
he  wishes  to  install  converters. 

61.  Upon  further  examination;  of  this 
area  we  think  that  the  burden  we  have 
required  system  operators  to  meet  is  un¬ 
reasonable  and  that  our  requirement  to 
rebuild  or  to  install  converters  if  such  is 
necessary  to  provide  four  dedicated  ac¬ 
cess  channels  should  be  eliminated.  By 
retaining  and  expanding  our  20  channel 
capacity  and  two-way  requirements  for 
larger  systems  we  insure  that  larger  new 
systems  and  those  being  rebuilt  will  pro¬ 
vide  capacity  which  will  facilitate  the 
provision  of  access  and  broadband  serv¬ 
ices  in  the  future.  By  mandating  the  in¬ 
stallation  of  converters  we  have  required 
present  excess  capability  at  a  substantial 
cost  not  only  to  the  subscriber  who  must 
ultimately  pay  for  the  installation  of  that 
device  whether  or  not  he  wishes  to  view 
the  programming  being  provided  but  also 
to  the  citizen  in  the  community  where 
the  benefits  of  new  cable  service  will  not 
be  realized  because  the  funds  available 
in  the  marketplace  have  been  diverted 
as  a  result  of  our  requirements. 

62.  Based  upon  the  comments  filed  in 
this  proceeding  as  well  as  those  filed  in 
Docket  20363  and  our  experience  gen¬ 
erally,  while  it  would  appear  that  the 
use  of  access  channel  is  growing,  in  the 
vast  majority  of  communities  presently 
providing  multiple  channels  for  access 
use,  these  channels  are  at  best  sporadi¬ 
cally  programmed.  Rather  than  requir¬ 
ing  the  separate  dedication  of  access 
channels  for  different  uses  which  necessi¬ 
tates  the  Installation  of  converters,  we 
believe  that  our  goals  for  access  cable 
casting  will  be  furthered  by  allowing  the 
provision  of  dccess  services  on  one  or 
more  channels  which  may  be  shared 
among  different  access  users.  The  provi¬ 
sion  of  access  services  on  a  shared  or 
composite  basis  will,  we  believe,  foster  the 
success  of  access  efforts  by  enhancing 
viewer  identification  with  a  channel 
which  is  more  fully  programmed,  rather 
than  dispersing  individual  access  efforts 
among  several  channels  which  are  not. 
Several  of  the  parties  filing  comments  in 
this  proceeding  have  recommended  such 
an  approach,  and  it  is  in  fact  consistent 
with  our  prior  observations.  See  para¬ 
graphs  14  and  15  of  the  Clarification, 
supra. 

63.  Many  systems  without  installing 
converters  have  one  or  more  channels 
available  to  provide  access  services.  A 
review  of  data  submitted  to  the  Com- 
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mission  indicates  that  cable  systems 
throughout  the  country  provide  their 
subscribers  with  an  average  of  approxi¬ 
mately  9  broadcast  signals,  thus  leaving 
up  to  three  channels  for  potential  access 
use.  Many  systems  which  do  not  possess 
a  full  channel  can  provide  access  pro¬ 
gramming  on  the  “black  out  time”  which 
occurs  as  a  result  of  compliance  with  our 
exclusivity  and  nonduplication  require¬ 
ments.  We  think  that  the  provision  of  ac¬ 
cess  services  under  these  circumstances 
for  systems  with  limited  activated  chan¬ 
nel  capability  will  be  sufficient  to  meet 
most  present  access  channel  needs. 

64.  We  have,  accordingly,  modified  our 
rules  in  several  major  respects.  First, 
while  we  shall  maintain  our  commitment 
to  the  provision  of  four  specially  desig¬ 
nated  access  channels  we  have  modified 
this  requirement  to  make  clear  that  (a) 
it  will  only  apply  to  those  systems  with 
3500  or  more  subscribers  which  have  suf¬ 
ficient  channel  capability,  without  in¬ 
stalling  converters,  to  provide  such  mul¬ 
tiple  channels,  and  (b)  each  specially 
designated  channel  need  only  be  provid¬ 
ed  when  there  is  a  demand  for  such 
channels  full  time  use.  Second,  in  view 
of  our  belief  that  the  majority  of  cases, 
all  access  needs  can  be  met  by  the  pro¬ 
vision  of  one  access  channel  for  com¬ 
posite  access  programming,  we  have  de¬ 
termined  to  modify  our  rules  to  require 
that  cable  television  systems  with  3500 
or  more  subscribers  provide  at  least  one 
designated  access  channel  for  shared  use 
among  public,  educational,  local  govern¬ 
ment  and  leased  users,  if  such  a  systems’ 
activated  channel  capability  is  sufficient 
to  provide  such  channel."  For  those  sys¬ 
tems  which  do  not  have  sufficient  acti¬ 
vated  capability  to  provide  even  one  full 
channel,  the  designation  of  “black  out 
time”  will  be  required,  though  It  is  a  less 
desirable  alternative."  Consistent  with 


r  Pursuant  to  |  76.253  old  major  market 
systems  with  3500  subscribers  which  did  not 
have  to  comply  with  the  provisions  of  f  76.- 
251  until  March  31,  1977  as  well  as  all  those 
systems  with  3500  or  more  subscribers  lo¬ 
cated  outside  of  the  major  markets  were  re¬ 
quired  to  make  at  least  a  reasonable  effort 
to  provide  channel  time  for  the  local  non¬ 
operator  presentation  of  cablecast  programs. 
We  Intend  to  Initially  maintain  that  policy 
and  not  require  such  systems  to  dedicate  a 
separate  channel  for  access  use  until  March 
31,  1977.  As  of  that  date,  however,  such  sys¬ 
tems  will  be  required  to  dedicate  one  access 
channel  for  composite  access  programming 
provided  their  activated  capability  permits 
them  to  do  so.  Such  systems  will  also  not  be 
required  until  such  date  to  provide  five  min¬ 
utes  free  production  time  for  public  access 
use  or  studio  facilities.  By  retaining  this  one 
year  leeway  we  seek  to  avoid  any  Inequity 
caused  by  our  decision  to  merge  the  require¬ 
ments  formerly  contained  In  { {  76.253  and 
76.261.  As  of  March  31,  1977  all  systems  with 
3500  or  more  subscribers  will  be  required  to 
comply  with  our  access  rules  uniformly. 

”  The  selection  of  “black  out  time”  to  ful¬ 
fill  the  system  operators  access  responsibili¬ 
ties  Is  leas  than  an  optimal  approach.  Black 
out  time  occurs  on  different  channels  at  dif¬ 
ferent  times  depending  upon  various  factors 
Including  the  scheduling  practices  of  the  lo¬ 
cal  television  station  licensee.  Neither  pre¬ 
dictability  of  time  nor  channel  Is  fostered 
under  these  circumstances.  In  general,  how- 
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this  approach,  we  do  not  envision  cer¬ 
tificating  new  systems  or  the  addition  of 
new  signals  whose  carriage  is  not  manda¬ 
tory  to  existing  systems,  if  the  activated 
channel  capability  available  for  the  pro¬ 
vision  of  access  services  is  insufficient  to 
provide  at  least  one  full  channel  for  ac¬ 
cess  programming.  We  have  also  amend¬ 
ed  our  channel  expansion  formula  to 
make  clear  that  it  does  not  require  the 
dedication  of  channels  beyond  the  sys¬ 
tems  activated  capability.  (See  §  76.254.) 
In  no  case  will  the  use  of  this  formula 
therefore  require  the  installation  of  a 
converter  in  each  subscribers  home.  In 
addition,  we  have  modified  our  rules  to 
make  clear  that  all  times  when  any  of 
the  access  channels  are  not  in  use,  such 
channels  may  be  used  for  other  broad¬ 
cast  and  non-broadcast  purposes,  pro¬ 
vided  such  use  is  consistent  with  other 
provisions  of  our  rules.  (See  §  76.254(b) .) 

65.  In  determining  a  system’s  acti¬ 
vated  channel  capability  available  for 
the  provision  of  access  services  we  shall 
look  first  to  the  number  of  usable  chan¬ 
nels  actually  provided  to  each  subscrib¬ 
er’s  home.  A  channel  which  cannot  be 
programmed  due  to  co-channel  interfer¬ 
ence,  for  example,  is  of  course  not  a  usa¬ 
ble  channel.  A  channel  which  could  be 
provided  to  each  subscriber’s  home 
merely  by  installing  a  modulator,  at  a 
cost  of  $800-$1200,  and  making  some 
comparatively  inexpensive  modifications 
to  the  systems  head  end  is  deemed  a 
channel  provided  to  each  subscriber’s 
home  for  purposes  of  the  application  of 
this  requirement.  In  determining  the 
number  of  channels  available  for  access 
programming  we  have  specifically  ex¬ 
cluded  those  channels  already  pro¬ 
grammed  by  the  system  operator  for 
which  a  separate  charge  is  made.  Those 
channels  are  most  frequently  used  to 
provide  pay  entertainment  programming 
to  only  those  subscribers  who  desire  such 
programming  and  are  willing  to  pay  an 
extra  charge  for  it.  We  do  not  Include 
these  channels  as  available  for  the  pro¬ 
vision  of  access  services  in  view  of  the 
costs  which  have  been  incurred  by  the 
system  in  purchasing  and  Installing 
“traps”  and  otherwise  providing  this 
service  as  well  as  the  benefits  to  sub¬ 
scribers  in  terms  of  Increased  diversity 
of  viewing  choices  derived  therefrom. 
From  the  total  number  of  usable  chan¬ 
nels  provided  to  each  subscriber,  those 
channels  used  to  provide  traditional 
cable  television  service,  i.e.  channels  pro¬ 
viding  television  broadcast  signals,  are 
subtracted.  We  are  left  with  activated 
channel  capability  available  for  the  pro¬ 
vision  of  access  services.  These  channels 
Include  channels  provided  the  subscriber 


ever,  much  of  the  black  out  time  which  oc¬ 
curs  as  a  result  of  our  network  nonduplica¬ 
tion  requirements  occurs  during  the  hours 
of  1—4  .In  the  afternoon  and  during  "prime 
time”  In  the  evening.  An  operator  might  wish 
to  give  priority  to  educational  access  use 
during  this  afternoon  period  while  reserving 
the  evening  for  other  access  programming. 
The  establishment  of  such  reasonable  classes 
and  the  allocation  of  separate  times  to  them 
In  a  system  operator’s  access  channel  rules 
would  be  entirely  consistent  with  the  objec¬ 
tives  of  the  revised  rules. 
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but  not  programmed  as  well  as  those 
providing  other  non-broadcast  program¬ 
ming,  i.e.  automated  programming,  orig¬ 
ination  channels,  etc.  for  which  a  sepa¬ 
rate  assessment  is  not  made." 

66.  By  requiring  the  expansion  of  ac¬ 
cess  channels  only  up  to  the  limitations 
of  the  systems  activated  capability,  we 
desire  to  f06ter  the  provision  of  access 
services  without  imposing  converter  costs 
on  all  subscribers,  some  of  whom  may  be 
uninterested  in  viewing  the  access  pro¬ 
gramming  provided.  Consistent  with  this 
approach  our  rules  may  not  be  construed 
as  permitting  a  system  operator  to  ex¬ 
clude  a  potential  access  user  who  intends 
to  use  a  channel,  install  converters  him¬ 
self,  and  pass  such  costs  along  to  those 
who  wish  to  view  the  additional  pro¬ 
gramming  provided  thereby.”  Where 
leased  channels  are  involved,  charges 
may  be  assesed  for  channel  time,  pro¬ 
vided  they  are  not  designed  to  prohibit 
entry.  See  Clarification,  supra,  at  para¬ 
graph  34. 

67.  We  expect  the  operator  in  general 
to  administer  all  access  channels  on  a 
first  come,  first  served  non-discrimina- 
tory  basis.  We  recognize  that  some  of 
the  potential  educational,  governmental, 
as  well  as  leased  channel  uses  may  not 
by  their  very  nature  permit  the  shared 
use  of  the  channel  provided,  e.g.  class¬ 
room  educational  access  programming, 
the  interconnection  of  governmental 
agencies,  etc.  To  the  extent  that  this  is 
the  case  we  shall  except  the  operator 
to  make  additional  channels  available  for 
the  provision  of  other  access  uses  up  to 
the  limit  of  his  activated  capability.  In 
administering  the  access  channels  pro¬ 
vided  we  shall  rely  on  the  good  faith  of 
the  operator  to  meet  his  access  obliga¬ 
tions. 

68.  There  are,  however,  certain  actions 
which  we  shall  consider  as  evidence  of 
bad  faith  on  the  part  of  system  operators 
in  meeting  his  access  obligations.  We 
do  not  consider  as  acting  in  good  faith 
an  operator  with  a  system  of  limited  ac¬ 
tivated  channel  capability  who  attempts 
to  displace  existing  access  uses  with  his 
own  origination  efforts.  While  we  shall 
continue  to  encourage  operators  to 


”  It  Is  our  Intention  that  every  reasonable 
effort  be  made  to  accommodate  the  various 
competing  channel  uses.  It  Is  not  our  Inten¬ 
tion  that  established  cablecast  services  pro¬ 
vided  by  system  operators  be  automatically 
displaced.  While  we  generally  believe  that 
automated  services  such  as  time  and  weather 
channels  should  give  way  to  access  uses.  If 
other  irreconcilable  conflicts  between  chan¬ 
nel  uses  develop,  we  are  prepared  to  con¬ 
sider  each  such  situation  Individually  on  Its 
merits.  We  recognise  that  many  of  the  serv¬ 
ices  provided  on  these  channels,  such  as 
community  Information,  consumer  price 
lists,  etc.,  clearly  provide  a  substantial  bene¬ 
fit  to  subscribers. 

**  We  note  for  example  that  even  systems 
possessing  "12  channel  capacity”  amplifiers 
can  often  obtain  an  additional  channel  or 
channels  by  Installing  a  converter  and  pro¬ 
gramming  on  the  “mid-band.”  Should  a 
potential  educational,  governmental  or  leased 
channel  user  desire  to  program  this  channel 
and  pass  the  costs  of  converters  on  to  those 
who  desire  to  view  whatever  service  Is  pro¬ 
vided,  we  shah  require  the  system  operator  to 
permit  him  to  do  so. 
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originate,  we  do  not  believe  that  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  will  be  served  if  such  efforts 
are  at  the  expense  of  others  who  wish 
to  provide  access  programming.  We  shall 
scrutinize  the  actions  of  operators  who, 
while  providing  their  own  programming, 
assert  that  their  activated  capability  is 
insufficient  to  permit  the  leasing  of  a 
channel  to  potential  competitors.  Should 
the  need  arise  we  shall  take  whatever 
action  is  appropriate  to  prevent  system 
operators  from  using  their  control  over 
their  system  to  exclude  the  presentation 
or  alternate  sources  of  programming. 
(See  §  76.254(c)) 

69.  A  closely  relate  matter  concerns 
the  presentation  of  pay  entertainment 
programming.  We  have  sought  to  en¬ 
courage  the  presentation  of  such  pro¬ 
gramming  for  it  provides  diversity  of 
viewing  choices  to  the  public.  We  do  not. 
however,  believe  that  the  public  interest 
will  be  served  if  this  programming  is  pro¬ 
vided  at  the  expense  of  local  access  efforts 
which  are  displaced.  Should  a  system 
operator  for  example  have  only  one  com¬ 
plete  channel  available  to  provide  access 
services  we  shall  consider  it  as  clear  evi¬ 
dence  of  bad  faith  in  complying  with  his 
access  obligations  if  such  operator  de¬ 
cides  to  use  that  channel  to  provide  pay 
programming.  Should  it  appear  that  the 
growth  of  pay  services  is  in  fact  sub¬ 
stantially  infringing  on  the  public’s 
ability  to  obtain  access  on  cable  tele¬ 
vision  systems  we  shall  promptly  revisit 
this  area  and  take  whatever  action  Is 
appropriate  to  prevent  such  an  occur¬ 
rence. 

70.  As  a  result  of  our  decision  to  merge 
our  access  rules  and  facilities  require¬ 
ments  and  to  allow  the  provision  of  com¬ 
posite  access  services  in  many  cases 
rather  than  separately  dedicating  dif¬ 
ferent  access  channels,  our  rules  have 
been  modified  in  several  additional  ways. 
Consistent  with  our  previous  actions  re¬ 
specting  our  facilities  requirement,  we 
shall  expect  system  operators  to  identify 
the  type  of  service  being  presented  on 
the  composite  channel  (i.e.  origination 
cablecasting,  access  cablecasting,  or  in¬ 
clusion  of  television  station  identifica¬ 
tion)  and  the  person  or  group  presenting 
the  program.  Whether  other  provisions 
of  the  rules,  e.g.  equal  time,  fairness, 
sponsorship  identification,  and  advertis¬ 
ing  are  applicable,  will  continue  to  de¬ 
pend  upon  which  type  of  cablecasting  is 
being  provided.  (See  e.g.  §§  76.205,  209, 
213  and  215.)  In  the  case  of  access  pro¬ 
gramming  we  shall  continue  to  require 
compliance  with  the  applicable  regula¬ 
tions  concerning  program  content  con¬ 
trol,  assessment  of  costs  and  operating 
rules.  See  §  76.256  (b) ,  (c)  and  (d) . 

71.  A  related  matter  concerns  the  pro¬ 
vision  of  a  studio.  At  least  a  minimal 
studio  has  been  required  in  order  to  com¬ 
ply  with  our  access  requirements  whereas 
our  facilities  equipment  “although  re¬ 
quiring  the  capacity  to  provide  live  pro-, 
gramming,”  has  been  silent  on  this 
matter.  In  delineating  the  type  of  studio 
required  to  meet  our  present  rules, 
we  have  been  liberal.  A  system  may 
choose  to  designate  one  room  on  a  full 
time  basis  as  its  studio.  Alternately, 


should  sufficient  space  not  be  available,  it 
may  choose  to  designate  part  of  a  room 
on  perhaps  a  part  time  basis  as  its  studio. 
In  merging  our  two  requirements  we 
shall  continue  this  approach.  So  long  as 
there  exists  some  inhouse  capacity  for 
members  of  the  public  to  record  pro¬ 
gramming.  we  shall  consider  our  studio 
requirement  satisfied  for  all  systems  with 
more  than  3500  subscribers. 

72.  We  have  also  determined  to  modify 
our  prior  requirement  for  the  five  year 
free  availability  of  the  government  and 
educational  access  channels.  Instead  of 
running  from  the  date  of  completion  of 
the  system's  basic  trunk  line,  the  five 
years  shall  be  triggered  from  the  date  the 
system  first  offers  channel  time  to  such 
entities  for  cablecasting.  Our  intent  in 
adopting  our  original  requirement  was 
to  allow  a  five  year  experimental  period 
for  the  free  provision  of  the  government 
and  educational  access  channels.  As  a 
practical  matter,  however,  such  provi¬ 
sion  was  not  in  fact  required  by  our  rules 
for  many  older  systems  until  March  31, 
1977.  In  many  cases,  this  date  was  more 
than  5  years  after  such  systems’  trunk 
lines  were  completed.  Our  intent  re¬ 
mains  the  same  under  the  new  rules  and 
we  have  modified  them  in  an  effort  to 
insure  that  some  reasonable  period  of 
experimentation  will  in  fact  occur  in  all 
cases. 

73.  Several  additional  editorial  changes 
have  also  been  made  that  are  designed 
to  implement  prior  policy  statements  or 
clear  up  misunderstandings  under  the 
prior  rules.  Our  leased  channel  rule  has 
been  modified  to  specify,  for  those  sys¬ 
tems  which  possess  sufficient  activated 
capability  to  provide  four  access  chan¬ 
nels,  the  provision  of  a  full  channel  for 
leased  use.  This  is  in  accord  with  our 
prior  policy.  (See  Clarification,  supra, 
at  para.  20.)  We  have  also  modified  our 
channel  activation  requirement  now  con¬ 
tained  in  §  76.254(c)  to  specify  that  the 
time  trigger  employed  (channel  use  for 
80  percent  of  the  time  during  any  con¬ 
secutive  three  hour  period  for  six  con¬ 
secutive  weeks)  applies  to  each  channel 
individually.  (See  Clarification,  supra, 
at  para.  21.)  Lastly,  we  have  added 
equipment  and  personnel  costs  to  the 
section  specifying  what  charges  can  and 
cannot  be  made  for  the  provision  of  ac¬ 
cess  services  (see  §  76.256(c)  (3) ) .  Our 
prior  rule  merely  specified  “production 
cost’’  and  it  was  our  intent  to  include 
equipment  and  personnel  costs  within 
such  cost.  By  specifying  equipment  and 
personnel  costs  in  the  rules  we  adopt  to¬ 
day  we  have  attempted  to  clarify  our 
prior  policy. 

74.  Once  older  systems  are  rebuilt  to 
provide  expanded  channel  capacity  and 
converters  are  Installed  as  a  result  of  the 
individual  business  judgment  of  system 
operators  many  of  the  problems  pres¬ 
ently  encountered  in  this  area  will  dis¬ 
appear.  Until  that  time  the  administra¬ 
tion  of  the  composite  access  channel  ap¬ 
proach  will  undoubtly  present  many  dif¬ 
ficulties.  We  shall,  after  some  experi¬ 
ence  with  these  new  rules  has  been  gath¬ 
ered,  issue  a  primer  on  various  matters 
respecting  our  access  channel  obligations 


by  which  we  hope  to  further  clarify  our 
position  on  these  matters.  We  shall  also 
administer  our  approach  in  a  flexible 
manner  and  shall  not  hesitate  to  revisit 
this  entire  area  should  our  experience 
dictate  that  our  public  interest  goals  are 
not  being  met. 

Alternatives  to  the  March  31,  1977, 
Rebuild  Date  for  Old  Systems 

introduction 

75.  Having  determined  which  systems 
must  comply  with  our  access  and  channel 
capacity  requirements  and  eliminated  or 
modified  some  of  these  requirements, 
we  focus  now  on  how  and  when  to  re¬ 
quire  compliance  on  the  part  of  old  sys¬ 
tems  which  would  have  to  reconstruct  to 
meet  our  channel  capacity  rules. 

76.  In  lieu  of  the  imposition  of  the 
March  31,  1977  reconstruction  deadline 
for  old  systems,  we  sought  comment  upon 
the  possible  elimination  of  the  channel 
capacity  and  access  channel  require¬ 
ments  for  old  systems  and  their  replace¬ 
ment  by  a  rule  requiring  such  service  only 
upon  demand  within  the  individual  com¬ 
munity.  Alternatively,  comment  was 
sought  upon  either  postponing  rebuild 
beyond  March  31.  1977  to  a  distant  date 
certain  or  postponing  compliance  until 
each  cable  system  individually  undergoes 
“natural  rebuild.”  We  shall  summarize 
the  comments  directed  to  each  of  these 
options  in  turn. 

comments 

77.  Elimination.  Many  cable  televi¬ 
sion  interests  urged  the  elimination  of 
the  present  mandatory  rebuild  require¬ 
ments  and  the  provision  of  access  serv¬ 
ices,  if  at  all,  only  upon  documented  de¬ 
mand  for  such  services  within  the  indi¬ 
vidual  community.  The  National  Cable 
Television  Association  argues  that  when 
the  costs  of  compliance  are  measured 
against  the  supposed  public  interest  ben¬ 
efits  to  be  derived,  the  rules  cannot  be 
justified.  It  argues  that  public  demand 
for  such  services  as  well  as  the  revenue 
to  be  derived  therefrom  are  negligible, 
and  rate  increases  to  finance  technologi¬ 
cally  unnecessary  rebuild  are  impossible 
to  obtain.  The  Community  Antenna 
Television  Association  and  Midwest 
Video  favor  the  elimination  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rebuild  requirements,  arguing 
that  their  imposition  is  beyond  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  jurisdiction  and  constitutes 
government  taking  without  due  process 
in  violation  of  the  Fifth  Amendment  to 
the  Constitution.  Other  parties  argue 
that  these  requirements  create  substan¬ 
tial  barriers  to  entry  thereby  slowing  the 
expansion  of  cable  service  to  the  public 
in  general. 

78.  Not  all  parties  favoring  the  elimi¬ 
nation  of  the  present  requirements  were 
system  operators.  Various  parties  urged 
the  Commission  to  permit  states  or  local 
authorities  to  set  rebuild  obligations 
which  it  is  argued  could  more  easily  be 
tailored  to  the  individual  needs  of  com¬ 
munities.  For  example,  In  supporting  the 
Commission’s  decision  to  cancel  the 
March  31, 1977  deadline,  the  Cable  Tele¬ 
vision  Committee  of  the  City  of  Berkeley 
favored  complete  elimination  of  federal 
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requirements  and  their  replacement  by 
local  standards.  The  proposal  that  the 
Commission  adopt  a  more  restricted  role 
and  that  federal  rules  be  replaced  by 
local  requirements  Is  mirrored  in  com¬ 
ments  filed  by  Publlcable,  various  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Cable  Television  Information 
Center  of  the  Urban  Institute  and  the 
Virginia  Public  Telecommunications 
Council,  the  lattermost  urging  an  in¬ 
creased  state  role. 

79.  Other  parties  favored  the  reten¬ 
tion  or  expansion  of  the  Commission’s 
requirements.  Metromedia  opposed  all 
changes  in  the  Commission’s  rebuild 
standards.  Florida  CATV  urged  a  total 
federal  preemption  of  access  and  rebuild 
matters.  The  National  Black  Media 
Coalition  urged  the  maintenance  of  fed¬ 
eral  standards  stating  that  “access  chan¬ 
nels  for  educational  use  are  too  important 
to  be  left  to  the  vagaries  of  local  fran¬ 
chising.” 

80.  Those  in  opposition  to  any  elimi¬ 
nation  of  the  Commission’s  rebuild  re¬ 
quirement  advance  many  different  argu¬ 
ments.  The  United  Church  of  Christ  as¬ 
serts  that  such  action  “would  betray  the 
expectations  of  hundreds  of  local  fran¬ 
chising  authorities,  thousands  of  actual 
or  potential  users  of  access  channels  and 
literally  millions  of  subscribers  who  have 
embraced  CATV  during  the  past  three 
years  relying  on  the  Commission’s  •  •  • 
regulatory  program.”  Opposing  a  trigger 
based  upon  demands,  the  Leon  County 
Public  Library  asserts  that  difficulties  in 
defining  what  constitutes  demand  would 
render  the  use  of  this  criterion  “grossly 
ineffective  and  in  neglect  of  the  public 
interest.”  Favoring  a  retention  of  our 
channel  capacity  requirements  Broad¬ 
band  Communications,  Inc.,  argues  that 
a  system  not  having  additional  channels 
available  “can  reasonably  be  expected  to 
stifle  or  delay  possible  promising  new  ap¬ 
plications  of  cable.”  Citing  its  efforts  to 
provide  25  cable  systems  with  its  produc¬ 
tion  of  “A  Time  for  Art,”  the  Cable  Arts 
Foundation  opposes  the  elimination  of 
the  Commission’s  channel  capacity  and 
rebuild  requirements.  In  a  similar  vein 
various  educational  authorities  in  the 
County  of  San  Diego  note  that  during 
the  1974-1975  school  year  1736  hours  of 
instructional  programming  were  fur¬ 
nished  over  the  cable  systems  in  the 
county  and  over  y4  million  dollars  has 
been  spent  by  the  school  systems  in  de¬ 
veloping  the  possibilities  for  educational 
access  programming" 

81.  Postponement.  Some  parties  urge 
that  postponing  the  deadline  for  system 
reconstruction  merely  postpones  the 
problem  of  compliance  rather  than  re¬ 
solving  It.  Other  parties  Including  the 
United  Church  of  Christ,  the  New  Jer¬ 
sey  Coalition  for  Fair  Broadcasting,  the 
United  States  Catholic  Conference,  the 
National  Association  of  Educational 
Broadcasters  and  the  American  Broad¬ 
casting  Company  urge  that  If  postpone¬ 
ment  is  necessary  the  Commission  should 
postpone  the  deadline  for  no  more  than 
two  to  five  years.  In  support  of  this  view 
various  educational  authorities  and  pub¬ 
lic  interest  organizations  point  to  the 
work  and  substantial  expenditures  which 
have  been  undertaken  in  their  communi¬ 


ties  in  preparing  to  use  the  access  chan¬ 
nels  to  be  made  available  in  1977.  Other 
parties  particularly  various  members  of 
the  San  Diego  school  system  urge  that 
any  postponement  of  the  Commission's 
requirements  should  be  granted  only  on 
a  case-by-case  basis  and  then  only  to  a 
date  certain. 

82.  Opposing  such  an  approach  the 
Central  California  Communications 
Corporation  argues  that  postponement 
to  a  date  certain  would  merely  repeat  the 
Commission's  prior  mistake  of  selecting 
an  arbitrary  deadline  and  would  involve 
the  Commission  in  new  projections 
which,  it  alleges,  are  bound  to  be  as  in¬ 
accurate  as  those  made  in  the  past.  Also 
opposing  any  substantial  postponement 
but  for  different  reasons  the  Indiana 
Public  Interest  Research  Group  notes 
that  some  cable  systems  pledged  to  local 
authorities  to  rebuild  by  1977  and  in  reli¬ 
ance  on  these  promises  were  granted  rate 
increases  by  local  governments  to  cover 
the  costs  of  this  reconstruction. 

83.  Natural  Rebuild.  Another  option 
posed  by  our  June  3rd  Notice  was  to  re¬ 
quire  compliance  with  our  channel 
capacity  requirements  at  such  time  as 
each  individual  system  is  rebuilt  as  a  re¬ 
sult  of  its  natural  obsolescence  or  because 
of  necessary  channel  expansion  to  ac¬ 
commodate  new  services.  Parties  re¬ 
sponding  to  our  inquiry  were  urged  to 
provide  a  definition  of  natural  rebuild  as 
well  as  their  suggestions  as  to  how  such 
a  requirement  might  be  enforced. 

84.  A  majority  of  the  parties  re¬ 
sponding  to  our  Notice  favored  the  adop¬ 
tion  of  an  approach  tied  to  natural  re¬ 
build  but  disagreed  on  the  means  by 
which  this  approach  could  be  imple¬ 
mented  and  enforced.  A  view  shared  by. 
the  Cable  Arts  Foundation,  various  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  San  Diego  school  system,  as 
well  as  other  parties  would  permit  in¬ 
dividual  cable  operators  to  postpone 
compliance  until  natural  rebuild  only  if 
a  specific  construction  schedule  is  pro¬ 
vided  to  the  Commission.  Many  of  these 
parties  also  urge  the  Commission  to  re¬ 
quire  system  operators  to  obtain  com¬ 
ments  of  the  franchising  authority  upon 
the  adequacy  of  the  reconstruction  plan, 
and  to  require  firm  commitments  on  the 
part  of  system  operators  as  to  the  date 
which  reconstruction  will  be  completed. 

85.  A  different  view  is  expressed  by  a 
group  of  21  system  operators  and  the 
Florida  CATV  Association.  These  parties 
while  favoring  an  approach  tied  to  nat¬ 
ural  rebuild  assert  that  no  fixed  date  by 
which  rebuild  must  be  completed  would 
be  appropriate.  In  support  of  this  view 
it  is  noted  that  while  the  average  useful 
life  of  the  component  parts  which  make 
up  a  cable  system  is  between  10  and  15 
years,  the  life  cannot  be  uniformly  cal¬ 
culated.  These  parties  assert  that  “cable 
companies  anticipate  than  an  Industry 
wide  rebuild  will  occur  naturally  during 
the  next  10-15  years."  Rather  than  set¬ 
ting  a  uniform  date  many  of  these  par¬ 
ties  urge  that  monitoring  to  Insure  com¬ 
pliance  with  the  Commission’s  technical 
standards  will  insure  that  technologically 
obsolete  systems  will  be  rebuilt. 


88.  Urging  the  adoption  of  an  approach 
tied  to  natural  rebuild,  various  members 
of  the  staff  of  the  Cable  Television  In¬ 
formation  Center  of  the  Urban  Institute 
suggest  that  compliance  with  our  rules 
should  be  required  within  ten  years  of 
the  date  of  any  Commission  decision  to 
require  rebuild  for  systems  not  previously 
on  notice  of  our  requirements.  This  ten 
year  period  it  is  argued  “exceeds  the 
customary  equipment  lifetime  expecta¬ 
tion  used  in  the  financial  planning  at 
the  time  of  its  installation."  Comments 
filed  by  The  American  Civil  Liberties 
Union  also  imply  that  the  useful  life  of 
most  equipment  is  between  8-10  years. 
A  practical  example  of  natural  rebuild 
is  also  provided  by  Coldwater  Cable  Tele¬ 
vision  which  notes  that  it  is  in  the  process 
of  upgrading  its  12-channel  capacity  sys¬ 
tem  to  provide  30  to  35  channels  and  that 
at  the  present  rate  of  expansion  such 
rebuilding  should  be  completed  by  1980, 
e.g.  12  years  after  its  initial  amplifiers 
were  installed. 

87.  Other  parties  assert  that  the 
adoption  of  an  approach  tied  to  the  re¬ 
placement  of  obsolescent  parts  is  admin¬ 
istratively  unenforceable.  An  alternative 
suggested  by  several  parties  would  be 
to  link  a  system’s  rebuild  requirement  to 
the  inauguration  of  pay  entertainment 
programming  on  a  cable  system. 

88.  Resolution.  Having  reviewed  the 
comments  filed  in  response  to  this  section 
of  the  Notice  we  have  determined  to 
adopt  an  approach  which  we  believe  com¬ 
bines  the  best  aspects  of  natural  rebuild 
and  postponement  to  a  date  certain.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  we  have  determined  to  require 
systems  with  3500  or  more  subscribers  to 
reconstruct  and  comply  with  our  require¬ 
ments  within  ten  years.  We  have  chosen 
this  period  because  we  believe  that  it  cor¬ 
responds  to  the  time  within  which  the 
vast  majority  of  systems  will,  even  absent 
our  requirements,  have  completed  natu¬ 
ral  rebuild. 

89.  In  arriving  at  this  result  we  have 
rejected  the  arguments  of  those  who 
favor  the  complete  elimination  of  our 
rebuild  requirements.  Our  reasons  for  re¬ 
jecting  this  approach  are  essentially  the 
same  as  those  which  caused  us  to  reject 
the  arguments  of  those  who  opposed  any 
channel  capacity  or  access  channel  obli¬ 
gations  whatsover.  We  are  mandated  to 
encourage  the  larger  and  more  effective 
use  of  radio  in  the  public  interest.  Cable 
television  with  its  potential  to  provide 
many  channels  of  programming  is  an 
ideal  medium  to  provide  additional  tele¬ 
communications  services  to  the  public. 
We  would  be  derelict  in  our  responsibili¬ 
ties  to  the  public  were  we  to  sit  by  and 
do  nothing  to  insure  that  the  expanded 
channel  capability  provided  by  cable  tele¬ 
vision  serves  valid  public  interest  objec¬ 
tives.  Were  we  at  this  stage  of  cable’s 
evolution  to  leave  the  provision  of  chan¬ 
nel  capacity  and  access  services  entirely 
to  the  marketplace,  such  action  could 
have  the  practical  effect  of  providing  a 
barrier  to  the  growth  of  access  services 
as  well  as  a  disincentive  to  the  furnish¬ 
ing  of  new  services  which  we  expect  of 
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cable.  We  agree  with  the  comments  of 
those  who  assert  that  unless  the  cable 
operator  has  existing  built-in  capacity  to 
provide  access  services  he  may  reason¬ 
ably  be  expected  to  frustrate  their  pro¬ 
vision.  By  requiring  larger  system  opera¬ 
tors  to  reconstruct  and  comply  with  our 
channel  capacity  requirements  we  hope 
also  to  foster  the  provision  of  such  serv¬ 
ices  in  those  communities  which  are 
served  by  old  systems. 

90.  In  promoting  the  beneficial  uses  of 
cable  we  recognize,  however,  an  obliga¬ 
tion  to  temper  our  expectations  for  the 
future  with  a  realization  of  the  economic 
realities  of  the  present.  We  must  insure 
that  in  formulating  policies  designed  to 
facilitate  the  future  provision  of  services, 
we  do  not  create  unreasonable  barriers 
to  the  present  expansion  of  cable  in  gen¬ 
eral.  In  setting  for  comment  an  option 
which  would  require  old  systems  to  meet 
our  requirements  upon  natural  rebuild 
we  hoped  to  minimize  the  present  cost 
to  the  cable  system  operator  and  the  pub¬ 
lic  while  insuring  that  when  reconstruc¬ 
tion  naturally  occurred  it  would  be  ac¬ 
complished  in  such  a  manner  as  to  pro¬ 
vide  expanded  capacity  which  would 
facilitate  the  provision  of  future  services. 

91.  In  our  June  3  Notice  we  specifically 
requested  parties  to  provide  a  definition 
of  how  natural  rebuild  might  be  de¬ 
fined  and  such  a  requirement  enforced. 
Unfortunately  the  comments  responding 
to  this  portion  of  our  inquiry  contained 
a  paucity  of  suggestions  or  proposals  by 
which  we  might  define  and  enforce  this 
concept.  In  addition,  upon  independent 
analysis  we  have  been  unable  to  formu¬ 
late  such  a  definition  which  while  pro¬ 
viding  the  requisite  degree  of  certainty 
to  cable  operators  of  their  obligations 
would  not  be  unduly  complex  and  ad¬ 
ministratively  impossible  to  enforce. 
Systems  vary  in  age,  type  and  useful 
life  of  equipment  as  well  as  profitability. 
No  one  approach  can  take  into  account 
all  these  variables.” 

92.  Some  parties  have  suggested  that 
we  in  effect  permit  cable  operators  to 
define  when  natural  rebuild  will  occur 
and  pledge  either  to  use  or  to  local 
franchising  authorities  that  upon  com¬ 
pletion  of  rebuild  the  expanded  services 
required  by  our  rules  would  be  provided. 
We  have  closely  considered  this  proposal 
but  do  not  believe  that  Its  adoption 
would  be  appropriate.  In  order  to  admin¬ 
ister  such  a  provision  equitably,  guide¬ 
lines  or  standards  defining  natural  ob¬ 
solescence  would  have  to  be  established. 
Without  such  guidelines  many  franchis¬ 
ing  authorities  might  have  insufficient 
resources  to  make  Informed  judgment  as 
to  an  equitable  period  for  requiring  re¬ 
build,  and  a  few  cable  operators  might 
artificially  retard  rebuild  in  order  to 
postpone  the  provision  of  expanded  serv¬ 
ices  required  by  our  rules.  The  same  dif¬ 
ficulties  encountered  in  formulating  a 
definition  of  natural  rebuild  are  encoun- 


’  »For  a  discussion  of  the  problems  en¬ 
countered  in  system  reconstruction  see  paras. 
6-10  of  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking  <n 
Docket  20508,  supra. 


tered  in  attempting  to  establish  these 
guidelines. 

93.  Some  generalizations  may  how¬ 
ever  be  made.  The  amplifiers  and  cable 
used  to  provide  cable  television  service 
do  have  a  limited  useful  life  expectancy. 
The  estimates  provided  in  the  comments 
indicate  that  amplifiers  installed  on  old 
cable  systems  must  in  general  be  re¬ 
placed  sometime  between  8  and  15  years 
after  their  initial  installation.  In  general, 
these  projections  are  in  accord  with  our 
own  estimates.  Until  the  middle  1960’s 
the  amplifiers  used  in  cable  television 
systems  employed  vacuum  tubes.  These 
earlier  amplifiers  had  in  general  a  very 
limited  useful  life  span.  In  the  mid  1960’s 
up  until  approximately  1969-1970,  the 
first  generation  of  solid  state  single 
ended  12-channel  capacity  amplifiers 
were  introduced.  With  the  initial  intro¬ 
duction  of  solid  state  components  various 
problems  were  encountered,  e.g.  inade¬ 
quate  surge  protection  and  accumulative 
heat.  Though  some  of  these  amplifiers 
may  last  much  longer,  these  problems, 
in  general,  necessitate  the  replacement 
of  most  first  generation  solid  state  com¬ 
ponents  by  the  tenth  to  twelfth  year  after 
initial  installation.  With  the  refinements 
in  technology  which  occurred  in  the  very 
late  1960’s  and  early  1970’s  push  pull 
amplifiers  were  introduced  which  provide 
20  -+-  channel  capacity  by  permitting  the 
carriage  of  midband  and  frequently  su¬ 
per  band  channels.  These  amplifiers 
have,  in  general,  a  substantially  longer 
useful  life  span. 

94.  Because  the  vast  majority  of  sys¬ 
tems  constructed  prior  to  1972  were  con¬ 
structed  with  either  vacuum  tubes  or 
single  ended  amplifiers  with  limited  use- 

•  ful  technological  lives  we  would  expect 
that  many  of  these  either  have  been  re¬ 
placed,  or  will  be  replaced,  in  the  near 
future.  Based  upon  the  comments  and 
our  experience,  we  think  that  in  the 
vast  majority  of  situations  a  complete 
turnover  of  this  older  equipment  will  be 
accomplished  naturally  within  ten  years. 
Accordingly,  we  have  determined  to  use 
this  ten  year  standard  in  our  rules.  Those 
systems  regardless  of  market  location 
which  have  3500  or  more  subscribers 
shall  be  required  to  reconstruct  their 
plant  and  distribution  network  in  order 
to  comply  with  our  access  and  channel 
capacity  requirements  and  to  complete 
such  reconstruction  within  ten  years  of 
the  date  of  this  decision. 

95.  We  recognize  that  this  reconstruc¬ 
tion  will  in  many  cases  be  accomplished 
prior  to  our  deadline  and  that  a  few  sys¬ 
tems  may  in  fact  have  to  reconstruct  to 
meet  our  technical  requirements.  We 
recognize  also  that  the  selection  of  any 
time  frame  is  to  a  certain  extent  ar¬ 
bitrary.  We  have  chosen  the  ten  year 
period,  however,  based  upon  our  belief 
that  it  represents  a  liberal  estimate  of 
the  reasonable  time  within  which  the 
vast  majority  of  systems  will  be  naturally 
rebuilt  By  framing  our  requirements  to 
correspond  to  the  time  within  which  the 
vast  majority  of  systems  will  be  rebuilt, 
even  without  our  requirements,  we  have 
insured  that  such  rebuilding  will  be  ac¬ 


complished  with  components  which  will 
allow  for  the  future  expansion  of  serv¬ 
ices  without  presenting  an  artificial  infla¬ 
tionary  burden  to  system  operators 
which  must  ultimately  be  borne  by  the 
public. 

96.  Those  systems  with  3500  or  more 
subscribers  located  in  major  television 
markets  have  been  on  notice  since  1972 
of  rebuild  obligations.  By  extending  our 
deadline  for  such  systems  we  have  sub¬ 
stantially  mitigated  the  burdens  placed 
on  them.  Those  systems  with  3500  or 
more  subscribers  outside  of  the  major 
markets  were  not  previously  subject  to 
any  rebuild  requirements.  Our  reasons 
for  extending  our  rebuild  requirements 
to  these  systems  are  identical  to  our  rea¬ 
sons  discussed  earlier,  for  altering  the 
criteria  upon  which  we  impose  our  access 
obligations  in  general.  Moreover,  we  do 
not  believe  that  our  extension  of  rebuild 
requirements  to  these  systems  will  be 
substantially  burdensome.  The  earliest 
cable  systems  were  generally  constructed 
in  communities  which  could  not  obtain 
adequate  over-the-air  television  cover¬ 
age.  Most  of  these  communities  are  out¬ 
side  the  major  television  markets.  In 
some  such  communities  the  only  televi¬ 
sion  service  that  is  generally  available  is 
that  provided  by  the  cable  system  and 
such  systems  are  flnancialy  strong  as 
well,  free  by  virtue  of  their  locations, 
from  some  of  those  incentives  that  might 
induce  other  systems  to  upgrade  the 
quality  of  the  service  they  offer.  More¬ 
over,  because  many  such  systems  were  In 
fact  constructed  some  time  ago,  recon¬ 
struction  may  naturally  be  expected  to 
occur  earlier  than  for  other  systems  that 
were  constructed  later  in  the  less  desira¬ 
ble  cable  markets.  Accordingly,  we  believe 
our  ten-year  reconstruction  deadline  is 
also  appropriate  for  these  cable  systems. 
Should  the  imposition  of  this  require¬ 
ment  prove  unduly  burdensome  in  some 
isolated  instances  we  shall  treat  such 
matters  on  an  individual  basis  and,  if  ap¬ 
propriate,  grant  relief.” 

THE  ROLE  OF  THE  LOCAL  FRANCHISING 
AUTHORITY 

97.  Under  our  prior  rules,  local  au¬ 
thorities,  in  those  communities  where  our 
rules  did  not  apply,  were  permitted  to 
adopt  their  own  channel  capacity  and 
access  channel  requirement  provided 
that  these  requirements  were  not  in  ex¬ 
cess  of  those  we  had  adopted  for  major 
market  systems.  See  99  76.251(a)  (11)  (lv) 
and  76.251(b).  While  the  reasons  that 
have  caused  us  to  remove  our  require¬ 
ments  from  smaller  systems  in  the  major 
markets  might  suggest  the  need  to  pre¬ 
clude  their  reimposition  by  local  author! - 


MWe  recognize  that  a  particular  problem 
may  be  encountered  if  there  are  12  channel 
systems  presently  under  construction  outside 
of  the  major  television  markets  which  will 
eventuaUy  attain  3500  subscribers.  These  sys¬ 
tems  were  not  formerly  subject  to  this  re¬ 
quirement  and  should  therefore  be  given 
some  fair  margin  to  complete  work  In  prog¬ 
ress.  If  such  ssytems  do  go  Into  operation 
prior  to  March  81,  1977,  they  will  be  given 
10  years  within  which  to  reconstruct  and 
provide  20  channel  and  two-way  capacity. 
(See  S  76.252(b)) 
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ties,  we  believe  that  room  remains  for 
local  authorities  to  exercise  their  own 
best  Judgment  in  balancing  between  the 
needs  of  their  citizens  and  the  costs 
which  must  ultimately  be  borne  by  them. 
Accordingly,  with  respect  to  systems  with 
under  3500  subscribers,  we  will  not  pre¬ 
clude  local  authorities  from  mandating 
channel  capacity  and  access  obligations 
as  long  as  these  do  not  exceed  what  our 
rules  require  of  systems  with  3500  of 
more  subscribers. 

98.  In  addition,  even  for  systems  with 
more  than  3500  subscribers,  we  are  gen¬ 
erally  prepared  to  see  local  requirements 
continue  in  effect  if  they  do  not  exceed 
the  twenty  channel,  two-way  and  four 
dedicated  channel  concepts  in  our  rules, 
even  if  the  timing  on  system  rebuild  is 
shorter  than  our  own,  or  there  is  a  local 
requirement  that  converters  be  installed 
to  activate  all  of  the  dedicated  channels, 
provided  it  can  be  shown  that  such  local 
requirements  are  based  on  a  reasoned 
analysis  of  the  costs  and  needs  for  the 
services  involved  and  that  they  will  not 
interfere  with  compliance  with  federal 
obligations.  However,  we  believe  that  all 
such  obligation  in  excess  of  the  rules 
adopted  herein,  if  they  are  to  be  con¬ 
tinued,  should  be  subject  to  review  in 
light  of  the  revisions  we  have  made  in  our 
rules  because  many  of  these  require¬ 
ments  were  adopted  in  reliance  on  our 
rules  and  without  independent  evalua¬ 
tion  of  them. 

99.  Accordingly,  we  shall  continue  to 
allow  the  imposition  of  local  require¬ 
ments  which  do  not  exceed  our  own. 
Lesser  local  requirements  will  also  not 
be  foreclosed,  although  for  systems  with 
over  3500  subscribers,  these  would  be 
superseded  by  our  own  rules.  Local  re¬ 
quirements  which  do  exceed  our  own, 
may  also  be  permitted  upon  individual 
showings  and  with  Commission  approval. 
Such  showings  will  be  considered  in  the 
certification  process  for  those  systems 
not  yet  certified  and  for  those  systems 
seeking  recertification  by  March  31, 1977. 
Other  situations  will  be  considered  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  special  relief  provisions  of 
8  76.7  of  the  rules.  In  the  absence  of  such 
showings,  provisions  exceeding  our  own 
will  be  considered  to  have  no  force  or 
effect  in  accordance  with  the  procedures 
adopted  in  the  Report  and  Order  in 
Docket  20272,  FCC  75-897,  54  FCC  2d  855 
(1975).  In  those  situations  where  such 
showings  were  made  and  accepted  under 
prior  rules,  they  need  not  be  repeated 
and  our  rulings  therein  will  continue  In 
effect. 

100.  Petitions  to  justify  access  or  re¬ 
build  requirements  in  excess  of  those 
we  are  adopting  today  should  indicate 
the  number  of  channels  available  to  pro¬ 
vide  access  programing  without  im¬ 
posing  these  additional  requirements  and 
how  these  channels  are  insufficient  to 
meet  demonstrated  need  within  the 
community  or  communities.  In  addition, 
such  showings  should  Include  estimates 
of  the  expected  expenses  involved  in 
complying  with  these  additional  require¬ 
ments,  how  these  expenses  will  contrib¬ 
ute  to  the  quality  of  cable  service  in  the 
community  and  what  the  effect  those  ex¬ 


penses  will  be  upon  the  financial  viability 
of  the  system.  To  the  extent  that  a  sys¬ 
tem  has  pledged  to  comply  with  our  prior 
requirements  and  as  a  result  Of  such 
pledge  been  granted  a  rate  increase,  this 
also  is  a  relevant  factor  in  deciding 
whether  to  permit  the  enforcement  of 
such  a  provision.  It  is  only  with  a  com¬ 
plete  showing  of  this  nature  that  we  can 
realistically  determine  if  additional  re¬ 
build  or  access  requirements  are  justified, 
and  they  will  not  adversely  affect  the 
operator’s  aiblity  to  accomplish  federal 
objectives. 

Additional  Matters 

101.  In  addition  to  those  comments  al¬ 
ready  discussed,  various  parties  advance 
other  observations.  The  Ohio  Educa¬ 
tional  Television  Network  urges,  for  ex¬ 
ample,  the  maintenance  of  the  policy  we 
announced  in  our  Notice  not  to  postpone 
rebuild  requirements  for  those  systems 
which  do  not  have  sufficient  activated 
channel  capacity  to  provide  full  time 
carriage  for  those  television  stations 
which  are  “must  carry”  under  our  rules. 
In  support  of  this  view  OETN  cites  diffi¬ 
culties  which  it  has  encountered  in  ob¬ 
taining  carriage  of  “must  carry”  educa¬ 
tional  television  stations  which  have 
within  the  recent  past  either  begun 
broadcasting  or  increased  transmitter 
power. 

102.  We  recognize  that  this  is  a  seri¬ 
ous  problem  and  that  many  of  the  same 
difficulties  encountered  in  requiring  ca¬ 
ble  systems  to  reconstruct  to  meet  our 
channel  capacity  and  access  obligations 
are  encountered  when  requiring  systems 
to  reconstruct  to  provide  full  time  car¬ 
riage  to  “must  carry  stations.”  Clearly 
there  are  equities  and  public  interest  con¬ 
siderations  on  both  sides  of  this  situation. 
A  television  station  which  newly  goes  on 
the  air  or  increases  its  transmitter  power 
should  be  carried  by  a  cable  system  oper¬ 
ating  within  its  area  of  service.  On  the 
other  hand  a  cable  system  which  con¬ 
structs  its  distribution  network  with  suf¬ 
ficient  activated  capability  to  provide  full 
time  carriage  to  all  existing  “must  carry” 
stations  should  not,  perhaps,  be  required 
to  immediately  reconstruct  its  distribu¬ 
tion  network  and  install  converters  in 
each  subscriber’s  home  merely  because 
one  new  station  goes  on  the  air  or  in¬ 
creases  its  transmitter  power.  We  do  not 
intend  to  finally  resolve  this  matter  in 
this  proceeding  which,  as  we  have  noted, 
is  concerned  with  the  channel  capacity 
and  access  requirements  formerly  con¬ 
tained  in  §  76.25.  We  shall  however  con¬ 
tinue  to  analyze  this  area  and  if  appro¬ 
priate  take  further  action. 

103.  While  the  majority  of  parties  filing 
comments  in  this  proceeding  recognized 
the  reasons  which  cause  us  to  cancel  the 
March  *31,  1977  reconstruction  deadline, 
a  few  organizations  urged  its  reinstate¬ 
ment.  Some  of  these  parties  also  oppose 
our  decision  to  separate  the  issues  con¬ 
tained  in  Docket  20363  from  those  under 
consideration  in  this  proceeding.  Addi¬ 
tionally,  it  is  argued  that  Instead  of 
reducing  our  channel  capacity  and  ac¬ 
cess  channel  requirements  in  view  of  eco¬ 
nomic  considerations,  the  Commission 


should  increase  the  signal  carriage 
available  to  cable  television  systems 
which  will  lead  to  the  acquisition  of  new 
subscribers  and  an  improved  financial 
picture  for  the  industry  in  general.  In 
opposition  to  this  suggestion,  various 
broadcast  Interests  argue  that  in  view  of 
the  failure  of  the  cable  television  in¬ 
dustry  to  rebuild,  that  the  entire  area  of 
signal  carriage  should  be  revisited  with 
an  eye  toward  adopting  more  restrictive 
limitations. 

104.  We  have  previously  set  out  the 
reasons  which  caused  us  to  cancel  the 
March  31,  1977  deadline  in  our  Report 
and  Order  in  Docket  20363,  supra,  as 
well  as  the  reasons  which  have  lead  us 
to  separate  the  issue  in  that  docket  from 
the  issues  herein  under  review.”  The 
difficulties  which  we  have  encountered  in 
formulating  an  equitable  rebuild  plan  as 
well  as  the  difficulties  encountered  in  de¬ 
termining  the  appropriate  approach  to 
take  with  respect  to  other  areas  of  this 
Notice  have  reaffirmed  our  belief  in  the 
wisdom  of  both  decisions. 

105.  Moreover,  the  public  interest  ob¬ 
jectives  which  have  caused  us  to  impose 
channel  capacity  and  access  channel  re¬ 
quirements  on  larger  cable  systems  are 
to  a  certain  extent,  different  than  the 
reasons  which  cause  us  to  set  various 
limitations  on  the  amount  of  product 
available  to  cable  systems  in  general.  In 
the  former  case  we  seek  to  promote  the 
expansion  of  communications  services  as 
well  as  the  expansion  of  the  public’s  ac¬ 
cess  thereto,  while  in  the  latter  we  seek  to 
insure  that  the  interest  of  the  public 
in  maintaining  a  healthy  commercial 
television  structure  will  not  be  under¬ 
mined.  Although  there  is  some  relation¬ 
ship  between  the  two  considerations,  each 
must  be  considered  on  its  merits.  In 
either  case,  when  it  appears,  based  upon 
our  experience  in  administering  our  rules, 
that  they  are  unnecessarily  burdensome 
and  do  not  further  the  objectives  for 
which  they  were  designed,  we  change 
them.  Such  is  the  case  with  respect  to 
the  channel  capacity  access  channel  and 
rebuild  requirements  under  review  today. 
Recently,  such  has  also  been  the  case 
with  respect  to  various  aspects  of  our  sig¬ 
nal  carriage  and  subscription  rules.1* 

Authority  for  the  amendments  to  the 
rules  adopted  below  is  contained  and 
in  Sections  2,  3,  4  (1)  and  (j),  301,  303, 
307,  308,  309,  315  and  317  of  the  Com¬ 
munications  Act  of  1934,  as  amended. 


"See  Footnote  2  in  Report  and  Order  in 
Docket  20363,  supra,  and  Footnote  2  in  Notice 
of  Proposed  Rulemaking  in  Docket  20508, 
supra. 

"For  example,  the  Comm  la  Ison  has  re¬ 
cently  made  substantial  modifications  to  its 
rules  applicable  to  specialty  stations.  Report 

and  Order  in  Docket  20553,  76  FCC  189, _ _ 

FCC  2d _  (1976);  eliminated  its  leap¬ 

frogging  restrictions.  Report  and  Order  in 
Docket  20487,  FCC  75-1409,  67  FCC  2d  625, 
eliminated  Its  ban  on  the  subscription  pres¬ 
entation  of  series  programming,  Second  Re¬ 
port  and  Order  In  Docket  No.  19654,  75-1218 
_ FCC  2d _ (1975),  all  of  which  in¬ 
crease  the  product  available  to  cable  televi¬ 
sion  systems,  hence  the  public,  without 
undermining  the  conventional  television 
structure. 
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Accordingly,  It  is  ordered.  That  Part 
76  of  the  Commission ’8  Rules  and  Regu¬ 
lations  Is  amended,  effective  June  21. 
1976,  as  set  forth  below.  It  is  further 
ordered,  That  this  proceeding  Is  termi¬ 
nated. 

(Secs.  2.  8.  4.  SOI.  803,  S07,  808,  809,  815, 
317,  48  Stat..  as  amended.  1064,  1065,  1066, 
1081,  1082,  1083,  1084,  1085,  1088,  1089;  47 
U.S.C.  152,  158,  154,  SOI,  303,  307,  808.  309, 
315,  317.) 

Adopted:  April  1,  1976. 

Released:  May  13, 1976. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission,* 

Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

Part  76  of  Chapter  I  of  title  47  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  Is  amended 
as  follows: 

§  76.13  [Amended] 

1.  In  §76.13,  paragraphs  (a)(4),  (b) 
(4),  and  (c)(3)  are  amended  to  delete 
“§§  76.251  and  76.253”  after  the  words 
“provisions  of”  and  substitute  “§§  76.252, 
76.254, 76.256,  and  76.258”. 

§  76.251  [Deleted] 

2.  Section  76.251  is  deleted. 

3.  A  new  §  76.252  is  added,  as  follows: 

§  76.252  Channel  rapacity. 

(a)  Any  conglomerate  of  commonly- 
owned  and  technically -integrated  cable 
television  systems  having  a  total  of  3500 
or  more  subscribers,  or  any  system  hav¬ 
ing  3500  or  more  subscribers  which  is  not 
part  of  such  a  system  conglomerate,  shall 
comply  with  the  following  requirements 
respecting  channel  capacity: 

(1)  Minimum  channel  capacity.  Each 
such  system  shall  have  at  least  120  MHz 
of  bandwidth  (the  equivalent  of  20  tele¬ 
vision  broadcast  channels)  available  for 
immediate  or  potential  use  for  the  total¬ 
ity  of  cable  services  to  be  offered. 

(2)  Two-way  communications.  Each 
such  system  shall  maintain  a  plant  hav¬ 
ing  technical  capacity  for  nonvoice  re¬ 
turn  communications. 

(b)  This  section  applies  to  all  cable 
television  systems  that  commence  opera¬ 
tions  on  or  after  March  31,  1972,  In  a 
community  located  in  whole  or  in  part 
within  a  major  television  market.  Sys¬ 
tems  which  commence  operations  after 
March  31,  1977  in  a  community  located 
outside  of  a  major  television  market 
shall  comply  upon  commencement  of 
operations.  All  other  systems  shall  com¬ 
ply  on  or  before  June  21,  1986.  Systems 
that  are  in  compliance  with  the  Tiro vi¬ 
sions  of  subparagraph  (a)(1)  of  this 
section  on  or  before  June  21,  1976  are 
not  required  to  modify  their  facilities  in 
order  to  comply  with  subparagraph  (a) 
(2)  of  this  section. 

§  76.253  [Deleted] 

4.  Section  76.253  is  deleted. 

5.  A  new  §  76.254  is  added,  as  follows: 

*  Statements  of  Commissioners  Hooks, 
Washburn,  and  Robinson  filed  as  part  of  the 
original  document. 


§  76.254  Number  and  designation  of  ac¬ 
cess  channels. 

Any  conglomerate  of  commonly-owned 
and  technically-integrated  cable  tele¬ 
vision  systems  having  a  total  of  3500  or 
more  subscribers,  or  any  system  having 
3500  or  more  subscribers  which  is  not 
part  of  such  a  system  conglomerate,  shall 
comply  with  the  following  requirements 
respecting  the  number  and  designation 
of  access  channels: 

(a)  Each  such  system  shall,  to  the 
extent  of  its  available  activated  chan¬ 
nel  capability,  comply  with  the  following 
requirements: 

(1)  Public  access  channel.  Each  such 
system  shall  maintain  at  least  one  spe¬ 
cially  designated,  noncommercial  public 
access  channel  available  on  a  first-come, 
nondiscriminatory  basis; 

(2)  Education  access  channel.  Each 
such  system  shall  maintain  at  least  one 
specially  designated  channel  for  use  by 
local  educational  authorities; 

(3)  Local  government  access  channel. 
Each  such  system  shall  maintain  at  least 
one  specially  designated  channel  for  local 
government  uses; 

(4)  Leased  access  channel.  Each  such 
system  shall  maintain  at  least  one  spe¬ 
cially  designated  channel  for  leased  ac¬ 
cess  uses.  In  addition,  other  portions  of 
its  nonbroadcast  bandwidth,  including 
unused  portions  of  the  specially  desig¬ 
nated  channels,  shall  be  available  for 
leased  uses.  On  at  least  one  of  the  leased 
channels,  priority  shall  be  given  part- 
time  users. 

(b)  Until  such  time  as  there  is  de¬ 
mand  for  each  channel  full  time  for  its 
designated  use,  public,  educational,  gov¬ 
ernment,  and  leased  access  channel  pro¬ 
gramming  may  be  combined  on  one  or 
more  cable  channels.  To  the  extent  time 
is  available  therefor,  access  channels 
may  also  be  used  for  other  broadcast 
and  nonbroadcast  services. 

(c)  Each  such  system  shall,  in  any 
case,  maintain  at  least  one  full  channel 
for  shared  access  programming:  Pro¬ 
vided,  however.  That,  in  the  case  of  sys¬ 
tems  in  operation  on  June  21,  1976  if 
insufficient  activated  channel  capability 
is  available  to  provide  one  full  channel 
for  shared  access  programming  it  shall 
provide  whatever  portions  of  channels 
are  available  for  such  purposes.  Each 
such  system  in  meeting  its  access  obli¬ 
gations  shall  make  reasonable  efforts  in 
programming  its  bandwidth  to  avoid  the 
displacement  of  access  service. 

(d)  Whenever  any  of  the  channels  de¬ 
scribed  in  paragraph  la)  or  (c)  of  this 
section  Is  in  use  during  80  percent  of 
the  weekdays  (Monday-Frlday)  for  80 
percent  of  the  time  during  any  consecu¬ 
tive  three-hour  period  for  six  consecutive 
weeks,  such  system  shall  have  six  months 
in  which  to  make  a  new  channel  avail¬ 
able  for  the  same  purposes:  Provided, 
however,  That  the  channel  expansion 
mandated  by  this  paragraph  shall  not 
exceed  the  activated  channel  capability 
of  the  system. 

(e)  Each  such  system  shall  make 
available  all  other  unused  channels,  in 
addition  to  those  which  are  part  of  the 


system’s  activated  channel  capability,  for 
the  purposes  specified  in  paragraph  (a) : 
Provided,  however,  That  in  making  avail¬ 
able  such  additional  channels  the  system 
operator  shall  be  under  no  obligation  to 
install  converters. 

(f)  Until  March  31,  1977,  systems  out¬ 
side  the  major  television  markets  and 
systems  that  commenced  operation  prior 
to  March  31,  1972  may  comply  with  the 
requirements  of  this  section  by  making 
a  reasonable  effort  to  provide  channel 
time  for  local  non-operator  presentation 
of  cablecast  programs. 

6.  A  new  §  76.256  is  added,  as  follows: 

§  76.256  Arcr«s  services. 

Any  conglomerate  of  commonly -owned 
and  technically-integrated  cable  televi¬ 
sion  systems  having  a  total  of  3500  or 
more  subscribers,  or  any  system  having 
3500  or  more  subscribers  which  is  not 
part  of  such  a  system  conglomerate,  shall 
comply  with  the  following  requirements 
respecting  the  provision  of  access 
sendees: 

(a)  Equipment  requirement.  Each 
such  system  shall  have  available  equip¬ 
ment  for  local  production  and  presenta¬ 
tion  of  cablecast  programs  other  than 
automated  services  and  permit  its  use 
for  the  production  and  presentation  of 
public  access  programs.  No  such  system 
shall  enter  into  any  contract,  arrange¬ 
ment,  or  lease  for  use  of  its  cablecasting 
equipment  which  prevents  or  inhibits  the 
use  of  such  equipment  for  a  substantial 
portion  of  time  for  public  access 
programming. 

(b)  Program  content  control.  Each 
such  system  shall  have  no  control  over 
the  content  of  access  cablecast  programs; 
however,  this  limitation  shall  not  prevent 
it  from  taking  appropriate  steps  to  in¬ 
sure  compliance  with  the  operating  rules 
described  in  paragraph  (d)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion. 

(c)  Assessment  of  costs.  (1)  The  chan¬ 
nels  described  in  §  76.254(a)  (2)  and 
(a)  (3)  shall  be  made  available  free  of 
charge  until  five  (5)  years  after  the 
system  first  offers  channel  time  for  such 
cablecasting  purpose. 

(2)  One  of  the  public  access  channels 
described  in  §  76.254(a)  (1)  shall  always 
be  made  available  without  charge. 

(3)  Charges  for  equipment,  personnel, 
and  production  of  public  access  program¬ 
ming  shall  be  reasonable  and  consistent 
with  the  goal  of  affording  users  a  low- 
cost  means  of  television  access.  No 
charges  shall  be  made  for  live  public 
access  programs  not  exceeding  five  min¬ 
utes  in  length. 

Note. — Systems  outside  the  major  televi¬ 
sion  markets  and  systems  that  commenced 
operation  prior  to  March  81,  1972  are  not 
required  to  provide  any  free  production  facil¬ 
ities  prior  to  March  31, 1977. 

(d)  Operating  rules.  (1)  For  public  ac¬ 
cess  programming,  such  systems  shall  es¬ 
tablish  rules  requiring  first-come,  non¬ 
discriminatory  access;  prohibiting  the 
presentation  of :  any  advertising  material 
designed  to  promote  the  sale  of  commer¬ 
cial  products  or  services  (including  ad¬ 
vertising  by  or  on  behalf  of  candidates 
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for  public  office) ;  lottery  information; 
and  obscene  or  indecent  matter  (modeled 
after  the  prohibitions  in  88  76.213  and 
76.215,  respectively) ;  and  permitting 
public  inspection  of  a  complete  record  of 
the  names  and  addresses  of  all  persons  or 
groups  requesting  access  time.  Such  a 
record  shall  be  retained  for  a  period  of 
two  years. 

(2)  For  educational  access  program¬ 
ming,  such  system  shall  establish  rules 
prohibiting  the  presentation  of :  any  ad¬ 
vertising  material  designed  to  promote 
the  sale  of  commercial  products  or  serv¬ 
ices  (including  advertising  by  or  on  be¬ 
half  of  candidates  for  public  office) ; 
lottery  information;  and  obscene  or  in¬ 
decent  matter  (modeled  after  the  prohi¬ 
bitions  in  88  76.213  and  76.215,  respec¬ 
tively)  and  permitting  public  inspection 
of  a  complete  record  of  the  names  and 
address  of  all  persons  or  groups  request¬ 
ing  access  time.  Such  a  record  shall  be 
retained  for  a  period  of  2  years. 

(3)  For  leased  access  programming, 
such  system  shall  establish  rules  requir¬ 
ing  first-come,  nondiscriminatory  access; 
prohibiting  the  presentation  of  lottery 
information  and  obscene  or  indecent 
matter  (modeled  after  the  prohibitions 
in  88  76.213  and  76.215,  respectively) ; 
requiring  sponsorship  identification  (see 
8  76.221) ;  specifying  art  appropriate  rate 
schedule;  and  permitting  public  inspec¬ 
tion  of  a  complete  record  of  the  names 
and  addresses  of  all  persons  or  groups 
requesting  time.  Such  a  record  shall  be 
retained  for  a  period  of  2  years. 

(4)  The  operating  rules  governing 
public,  educational,  and  leased  access 
programming  shall  be  filed  with  the 
Commission  within  90  days  after  a  sys¬ 
tem  first  activities  any  such  channels, 
and  shall  be  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion  as  provided  in  8  76.305(b) .  Except 
on  Commission  authorization,  or  with 
respect  to  local  government  access  pro¬ 
gramming,  no  local  entity  shall  prescribe 
any  other  rules  concerning  the  number  or 
manner  of  operation  of  access  channels. 

Note. — Nothing  in  this  section  shall  be 
construed  as  limiting  the  authority  of  state 
and  local  entitles  to  regulate  two-way,  point- 
to-point,  Intrastate  non-video  cable  trans¬ 
missions. 

7.  A  new  8  76.258  is  added,  as  follows: 

§  76.258  Non-federal  access  regulation ; 
voluntary  access. 

No  cable  television  system  shall  be 
required  by  a  state  or  local  entity  to 
exceed  the  provisions  of  8  8  76.252,  76.254, 
and  76.256  concerning  channel  capacity, 
activated  channel  capability,  and  equip¬ 
ment,  absent  Commission  authorization, 
even  if  such  a  system  has  previously 
been  certificated,  pursuant  to  8  76.11, 
based  on  proposals  or  operations  in  ex¬ 
cess  of  these  provisions.  If  a  conglomer¬ 
ate  of  commonly-owned  and  techni¬ 
cally-integrated  cable  television  systems 
having  a  total  of  fewer  than  3500  sub¬ 
scribers,  or  any  system  having  fewer  than 
3500  subscribers  which  is  not  part  of 


such  a  system  conglomerate,  provides 
access  services,  it  shall  comply  with  the 
provisions  of  8  76.256  (b)  and  (d) . 

§  76.305  [Amended] 

8.  In  8  76.305,  paragraph  (a)  (7)  is  re¬ 
vised  to  read  as  follows  and  paragraph 
(c)  is  amended  to  delete  “Section  76.- 
205(0  ,  76.251(a)  (11),  and  76.311(f)” 
after  the  words  “periods  specified  in” 
and  substitute  “8  76.95(d),  76.205(c), 
76.221(f),  76.225(a),  76.256(d),  and 

76.311(f).” 

(a)  •  *  * 

(7)  A  copy  of  all  records  which  are 
required  to  be  kept  by  8  76.95(d)  (net¬ 
work  program  nonduplication  private 
agreements);  8  76.205(c)  (origination 
cablecasts  by  candidates  for  public  of¬ 
fice)  ;  8  76.221(f)  (sponsorship  identifica¬ 
tion)  ;  8  76.225(a)  (subscription  cable- 
casting)  ;  8  76.256(d)  (operating  rules 
for  access  channels) ;  8  76.311(f)  (equal 
employment  opportunities) ; 

*  *  *  •  • 

|FR  Doc.78-14724  Filed  5-19-76:8:45  am] 


[FCC  76-427] 

PART  94 — PRIVATE  OPERATIONAL-FIXED 
MICROWAVE  SERVICE 

Revision  and  Consolidation  of  FCC  Forms 
402  and  402-S 

1.  On  April  23,  1975,  the  Commission 
adopted  a  Report  and  Order  in  Docket 
19869,  FCC  75-469,  52  FCC  2d  894  (1975) , 
establishing  a  new  rule  part  (Part  94) 
governing  the  licensing  and  operation  of 
private  operational-fixed  microwave 
(above  952  MHz)  stations.  One  of  the 
provisions  of  the  new  rules  is  that  appli¬ 
cants  for  new  or  modified  stations  per¬ 
form  detailed  technical  analysis  of  the 
interference  potential  to  existing  sta¬ 
tions.  Applicants  must  certify  that  the 
interference  to  existing  stations  will  be 
less  than  certain  levels.  While  certain 
technical  information  was  contained  on 
FCC  Form  402,  the  Commission  felt  that 
this  was  not  enough. 

2.  In  order  to  obtain  and  store  in  the 
Commission’s  microwave  computer  data 
base  the  technical  information  necessary 
for  performing  these  analyses,  the  Com¬ 
mission  adopted  Form  402-S  as  a  supple¬ 
ment  to  Form  402,  FCC  74-442,  51  FCC 
2d  480  (1975) .  Form  402-S  was  mailed  to 
existing  licensees  on  May  12,  1975,  and 
has  been  required  for  all  new  applica¬ 
tions  filed  after  August  1, 1975. 

3.  This  form  was  adopted  as  an  interim 
measure  until  Form  402  could  be  com¬ 
pletely  revised  to  include  all  the  neces¬ 
sary  information.  In  keeping  with  this, 
the  Comission  ha  sadopted  a  revised 
Form  402  to  be  use  din  applying  for  pri¬ 
vate  microwave  station  licenses. 

4.  The  revised  Form  402  is  basically  a 
consolidation  of  Forms  402  and  402-S. 
Certain  questions  have  been  eliminated 
and  others  changed  or  clarified  to  facili¬ 
tate  the  accurate  filing  of  applications. 


To  assure  uniformity  in  the  collection  of 
information  and  in  our  application  proc¬ 
essing  procedures,  we  have  concluded 
that  the  revised  form  should  be  used  by 
applicants  on  a  certain  date.  Therefore, 
while  this  form  may  be  used  as  soon  as  it 
is  available  (tentatively  October  1, 1976,) 
all  applications  for  new  or  modified  pri¬ 
vate  operational-fixed  microwave  sta¬ 
tions  will  not  be  accepted  after  Janu¬ 
ary  1,  1977,  unless  they  are  filed  on  the 
revised  Form  402. 

5.  Therefore,  it  is  ordered,  pursuant  to 
section  4(i)  and  308(b)  of  the  Communi¬ 
cations  Act  of  1934,  as. amended,  That, 
revised  FCC  Form  402  is  adopted  and, 
That  applications  for  new  or  modified 
private  operational-fixed  microwave  sta¬ 
tions  must  be  filed  on  revised  FCC  Form 
402  after  January  1, 1977,  and  that  effec¬ 
tive  January  1,  1977,  8  94.27  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  is  amended  to  require  the 
use  of  the  revised  FCC  Form  402.  The 
rule  amendments  as  well  as  the  revised 
form  adopted  herein  relate  to  procedural 
matters.  Therefore,  compliance  with  the 
prior  notice  and  procedure  requirements 
of  section  4(a)  of  the  Administrative 
Procedure  Act,  5  USC  553,  is  not  required. 

Adopted:  May  11, 1976. 

Released:  May  17, 1976. 

(Secs.  4,  303,  48  Stat.,  as  amended,  1066, 
1082;  47  U.S.C.  154.  303.) 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

Part  94  of  Chapter  I  of  Title  47  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  Is 
amended  as  follows: 

1.  In  8  94.27,  paragraphs  (a)  and  <b) 
are  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  94.27  Application  and  Standard  Forms, 

<&)  A  separate  application  shall  be 
submitted  on  FCC  Form  402  dated  July 
1976  or  later,  for  the  following: 

(1)  New  station  authorization  for  pri¬ 
vate  operation -fixed  microwave  sta¬ 
tion. 

(2)  New  authorization  to  operate  one 
or  more  fixed  stations  at  temporary  lo¬ 
cations  in  this  service. 

(3)  Modification  of  station  licensee. 

(b)  When  the  holder  of  a  station  au¬ 
thorization  desires  to  assign  to  another 
person  the  privilege  to  use  a  radio  sta¬ 
tion,  he  shall  submit  to  the  Commission 
a  letter  setting  forth  his  desire  to  assign 
all  right,  title,  and  interest  in  and  to 
such  authorization,  stating  the  call  sign 
and  location  of  the  station.  This  letter 
shall  also  include  a  statement  that  the 
assignor  will  submit  his  current  station 
authorization  for  cancellation  upon  com¬ 
pletion  of  the  assignment.  An  application 
on  FCC  Form  402  dated  September  1975 
or  later,  prepared  by  and  in  the  name  of 
the  person  to  whom  the  station  is  being 
assigned  (See  8  94.47) ,  shall  also  be  filed. 

•  •  •  •  • 

[PR  Doc.76-14725  Filed  5-19-76:8:45  am) 
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Title  49 — Transportation 

SUBTITLE  A— OFFICE  OF  THE  SECRETARY 
OF  TRANSPORTATION 

(OST  Docket  No.  1.  Arndt.  1-116] 

PART  1— ORGANIZATION  AND 
DELEGATION  OF  POWERS  AND  DUTIES 

Delegations  Under  the  Railroad  Revitali¬ 
zation  and  Regulatory  Reform  Act  of 
1976 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  is  to 
delegate  to  the  Deputy  Secretary,  the 
Federal  Railroad  and  Urban  Mass  Trans¬ 
portation  Administrators,  the  General 
Counsel,  and  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Administration  certain  functions  vested 
in  the  Secretary  by  the  Rairoad  Revita¬ 
lization  and  Regulatory  Reform  Act  of 
1976  (Pub.  L.  94-210). 

Since  this  amendment  relates  to  De¬ 
partmental  management,  procedures, 
and  practices,  notice  and  public  proce¬ 
dures  thereon  are  unnecessary  and  it 
may  be  made  effective  in  fewer  than  30 
days  after  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  Part 
I  of  Title  49  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regu¬ 
lations  is  amended  as  follows: 

§  1 .49  [  Amended  ] 

1.  In  $  1.49,  paragraph  (q)  is  amended 
by  inserting  immediately  after  the  words 
“executive  committee”  the  words  “and 
finance  committee”  and  substituting  the 
words  “Title  II”  in  place  of  the  words 
“sections  201(d)  (2)  and  (h) ",  and  a  new 
paragraph  (u)  is  added  at  the  end 
thereof  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1.49  Delegations  to  Federal  Railroad 
Administrator. 

The  Federal  Railroad  Administrator  is 
delegated  authority  to: 

•  •  •  •  • 

(и)  Carry  out  the  functions  vested  in 
the  Secretary  by  the  following  sections 
of  the  Railroad  Revitalization  and  Reg¬ 
ulatory  Reform  Act  of  1976  (Pub.  L. 
94-210):  204(c);  401,  except  authority 
to  issue  subpoenas;  402;  403;  502;  503; 
504;  505;  506,  except  <c> ;  507  ;  508  ;  511; 
512;  513;  515;  517;  606;  610;  703;  704. 
except  (c) ;  706;  803,  except  insofar  as 
it  relates  to  audits;  805,  except  insofar 
as  it  relates  to  audits;  810;  901;  905,  as 
applicable;  and  906. 

2.  Section  1.51  is  amended  by  adding  at 
the  end  thereof  a  new  paragraph  (k) 
to  read  as  follows : 

§  1.51  Delegations  to  Urban  Mass  Trans¬ 
portation  Administrator. 

;  The  Urban  Mass  Transportation  Ad¬ 
ministrator  is  delegated  authority  to  ex¬ 
ercise  the  functions  vested  in  the  Sec¬ 
retary  by: 

*  *  *  •  • 

(к)  sections  804,  Insofar  as  It  relates 
to  45  UJ9.C.  744(e)  (5) ;  and  905,  as  ap¬ 
plicable,  of  the  Railroad  Revitalization 
and  Regulatory  Reform  Act  of  1976  (Pub. 
L.  94-210). 

§  1.55  [Amended] 

3.  m  S  1.55.  paragraph  (h)  is  amended 
by  inserting  immediately  after  the  words 


“executive  committee"  the  words  “and 
finance  committee”  and  the  term  ",  as 
amended”  immediately  alter  the  term 
“(Pub.  L.  93-236)”. 

§  1.56  [Amended] 

4.  In  S  1.56,  paragraph  (n)  Is  amended 
by  inserting  the  words  “and  Finance 
Committee”  immediately  after  the  words 
“Executive  Committee”  and  the  t^rm 
“,  as  amended”  immediately  after  the 
term” (Pub.  L.  93-236)". 

5.  In  §  1.59,  paragraph  (1)  is  amended 
by  adding  at'the  end  thereof  a  new  sub- 
paragraph  (3),  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1.59  Delegations  to  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Administration. 

The  Assistant  Secretary  for  Adminis¬ 
tration  is  delegated  authority  for  the 
following: 

(1)  Audit.  •  •  • 

»  *  •  *  • 

(3)  Carry  out  the  functions  vested  in 
the  Secretary  by  sections  803  and  805  of 
the  Railroad  Revitalization  and  Regula¬ 
tory  Reform  Act  of  1976  (Pub.  L.  94-210) . 
insofar  as  they  relate  to  audits. 

Effective  date:  This  amendment  is  ef¬ 
fective  March  10,  1976. 

(Sec.  9(e),  Department  of  Transportation 
Act,  49U.S.C.  1657(e)). 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  May  13, 
1976. 

William  T.  Coleman,  Jr., 
Secretary  of  Transportation. 

[FR  Doc.76-14715  Filed  5-19-76;8:45  ami 


Title  50— Wildlife  and  Fisheries 

CHAPTER  I — U.S.  FISH  AND  WILDLIFE 
SERVICE,  DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

PART  28— PUBLIC  ACCESS,  USE,  AND  * 
RECREATION 

Izembek  National  Wildlife  Range,  Alaska 
The  following  special  regulation  Is  Is¬ 
sued  and  is  effective  April  16, 1976. 

§  28.28  Special  regulation*,  public  ac¬ 
re**,  u*e,  and  recreation;  for  individ¬ 
ual  wildlife  refuge  area*. 

Alaska 

IZEMBEK  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  RANGE 

Boats  are  permitted  on  the  Izembek 
National  Wildlife  Range  for  public  ac¬ 
cess,  use,  and  recreation  subject  to  the 
following  special  condition: 

(1)  The  uw  of  water-jet  driven  boats 
or  boats  driven  by  air  propellers,  com¬ 
monly  known  as  air  boats,  is  prohibited. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  public  access,  use,  and  recreation 
on  wildlife  refuge  areas  generally,  which 
are  set  forth  in  50  CFR  Part  28,  and  are 
effective  through  December  31,  1976. 

John  E.  Sarvis, 
Refuge  Manager. 

Mat  12,  1976. 

[FR  Doc.76-14697  Filed  5-1 9-76; 8  45  am] 


Title  7 — Agriculture 

CHAPTER  I— AGRICULTURAL  MARKETING 

SERVICE  (STANDARDS,  INSPECTION, 

MARKETING  PRACTICES),  DEPART¬ 
MENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

COTTON  AND  COTTONSEED 
Revision  in  Fees 

Statement  of  Considerations 

Pursuant  to  the  statutory  authorities 
cited  below,  the  fees  relating  to  cotton 
classing,  standards  and  inspection, 
sampling,  and  certification  of  cottonseed 
and  for  cotton  fiber  and  processing  tests 
are  hereby  amended  to  reflect  increased 
costs  since  the  last  adjustment  in  fees 
including  the  increase  in  Federal  em¬ 
ployees’  salaries  authorized  by  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Employees  Salary  Act  of  1970  (Pub 
L.  91-231). 

PART  27— COTTON  CLASSIFICATION 
UNDER  COTTON  FUTURES  LEGISLATION 

1.  Sections  27.80  and  27.81  are  revised 
to  read  as  follows: 

§27.80  Fees;  classification,  Micronaire, 
and  supervision. 

For  services  rendered  by  the  Cotton 
Division  pursuant  to  this  subpart, 
whether  the  cotton  involved  is  tender - 
able  or  not,  the  -person  requesting  the 
services  shall  pay  fees  as  follows: 

(a)  Initial  classification  and  certifica¬ 
tion — 60  cents  per  bale. 

(b)  Review  classification  and  certifi¬ 
cation — 80  cents  per  bale. 

(c)  Micronaire  determination  and 
certification — 15  cents  per  bale. 

(d)  Combination  service — $1.20  per 
bale.  (Initial  classification,  review  clas¬ 
sification,  and  Micronaire  determination 
covered  by  the  same  request  and  only  the 
review  classification  and  Micronaire  de¬ 
termination  results  certified  on  cotton 
class  certificates.) 

(e)  Supervision,  by  a  supervisor  of 
cotton  inspection,  of  the  inspection, 
weighing,  or  sampling  of  cotton  when 
any  two  or  more  of  these  operations  are 
performed  together — 70  cents  per  bale. 

(f)  Supervision,  by  a  supervisor  of 
cotton  inspection,  of  the  inspection, 
weighing,  or  sampling  of  cotton  when 
any  one  of  these  operations  is  performed 
individually — 70  cents  per  bale. 

(g)  Supervision,  by  a  supervisor  of 
cotton  inspection,  of  transfers  of  cotton 
to  a  different  delivery  point,  including  is¬ 
suance  of  new  cotton  class  certificates  in 
substitution  for  prior  certificates — $1.70 
per  bale. 

(h)  Supervision,  by  a  supervisor  of 
cotton  inspection,  of  transfers  of  cotton 
to  a  different  warehouse  at  the  same  de¬ 
livery  point,  Including  Issuance  of  new 
cotton  class  certificates  in  substitution 
for  prior  certificates — $1.00  per  bale. 

§  27.81  Fees;  certificate*. 

For  each  new  certificate  issued  in  sub¬ 
stitution  for  a  prior  certificate  at  the  re¬ 
quest  of  the  holder  thereof,  for  his  busi¬ 
ness  convenience,  or  when  made  neces¬ 
sary  by  the  transfer  of  the  cotton  under 
the  supervision  of  an  exchange  inspec¬ 
tion  agency  as  provided  in  S  27.73,  the 
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person  making  the  request  shall  pay  a 
fee  of  30  cents  for  each  certificate  issued. 
(Sec.  4863,  68  A  Stat.  582;  26  U6.C.  4863) 

PART  28— COTTON  CLASSING, 
TESTING  AND  STANDARDS  -> 

2.  Sections  28.116,  28.117,  28.120,  28.122, 
28.123,  28.148,  28.149,  and  28.151  are  re¬ 
vised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  28.116  Amounts  of  fees  for  clarifica¬ 
tion  ;  exemption. 

(a)  For  the  classification  of  any  cotton 
or  samples,  the  person  requesting  the 
service  shall  pay  a  fee,  as  follows,  subject 
to  the  minimum  fee  provided  in  para¬ 
graph  (c)  of  this  section: 

(1)  Grade,  staple,  and  micronaire 
reading — 75  cents  per  sample. 

(2)  Grade  and  staple  only — 60  cents 
per  sample. 

(3)  Grade  only  or  staple  only — 40 
cents  per  sample. 

(4)  Micronaire  reading  only — 15  cents 
per  sample. 

(b)  When  a  comparison  is  requested  of 
any  samples  with  a  type  or  with  other 
samples,  the  fees  prescribed  in  paragraph 
(a)  of  this  section  shall  apply  to  every 
sample  involved,  including  each  of  the 
samples  of  which  the  type  is  composed. 

(c)  A  minimum  fee  of  $4.00  shall  be 
assessed  for  services  described  in  para¬ 
graphs  (a)  and  (b)  of  this  section  for 
each  lot  or  mark  of  cotton  reported  or 
handled  separately,  unless  the  request  for 
service  is  so  worded  that  the  samples 
become  Government  property  immedi¬ 
ately  after  classification. 

(d)  For  any  review  of  classification  or 
comparison  of  any  cotton,  the  fees  pre¬ 
scribed  in  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section 
shall  apply.  The  minimum  fee  prescribed 
in  paragraph  (c)  of  this  section  is  not 
applicable  to  review  of  classification  or 
comparison. 

(e)  The  fees  provided  for  in  para¬ 
graphs  (a)  and  (b)  of  this  section  may 
be  waived  in  whole  or  in  part,  as  to  the 
classification  and  comparison  and  the  re¬ 
view,  if  any,  of  any  cotton  (1)  for  any 
governmental  agency;  (2)  to  facilitate  a 
cotton  program  of  any  governmental 
agency,  and  (3)  for  a  charitable  or 
philanthropic  organization  if  such  cotton 
will  be  used  in  accordance  with  an  act 
of  Congress  or  a  congressional  resolution 
for  the  relief  of  distress  or  will  be  ex¬ 
changed  for  goods  to  be  so  used.  The 
samples  accumulated  in  the  classification 
or  certification  of  cotton  for  a  govern¬ 
mental  agency  or  to  facilitate  a  cotton 
program  of  any  governmental  agency 
shall  be  disposed  of  as  required  by  such 
agency. 

§  28.117  Fee  for  new  memorandum  or 
certificate. 

For  each  new  memorandum  or  certif¬ 
icate  issued  in  substitution  for  a  prior 
memorandum  or  certificate  at  the  request 
of  the  holder,  thereof,  on  account  of  the 
breaking  or  splitting  of  the  lot  of  cotton 
covered  thereby  or  otherwise  for  his  busi¬ 
ness  convenience,  the  person  requesting 


such  substitution  shall  pay  a  fee  of  $1.35 
per  sheet. 

§  28.120  Expenses  to  be  borne  by  party 
requesting  classification. 

For  any  samples  submitted  for  Form 
A  or  Form  D  determinations,  the  ex¬ 
penses  of  inspection  and  sampling,  the 
preparation  of  the  samples,  and  the  de¬ 
livery  of  such  samples  to  the  classifica¬ 
tion  room  of  the  board  or  other  place 
specifically  designated  for  the  purpose 
by  the  Director  or  by  the  chairman  of 
such  board,  shall  be  borne  by  the  party 
requesting  the  classification.  For  sam¬ 
ples  submitted  for  Form  C  determination, 
the  party  requesting  the  classification 
shall  pay  the  fees  prescribed  in  this  sub¬ 
part  and,  in  addition,  a  fee  of  $12  per 
hour,  or  each  portion  thereof,  plus  the 
necessary  traveling  expenses  and  sub¬ 
sistence,  or  per  diem  in  lieu  of  subsist¬ 
ence,  incurred  on  account  of  such  re¬ 
quest,  in  accordance  with  the  fiscal  reg¬ 
ulations  of  the  Department  applicable  to 
the  Division  employee  supervising  the 
sampling. 

§  28*122  Fee  for  practical  clav-iug  ex¬ 
amination. 

The  fee  for  the  practical  classing  ex¬ 
amination  for  cotton  or  cotton  linters 
shall  be  $60.00.  Any  applicant  who  passes 
the  examination  may  be  issued  a  certifi¬ 
cate  indicating  this  accomplishment. 

§  28.123  Costs  of  practical  forms  of  cot¬ 
ton  standards. 

The  cost  of  practical  forms  of  the  cot¬ 
ton  standards  of  the  United  States  shall 
be  as  follows:  ,  * 

Shipments 
delivered 
I  >omestlo  outside 
,  ,  shipments  the  con- 

f.o.b.  tinental 
Memphis,  United 
Tenn.  States 


GRADE  STANDARDS 

Dollar!  each  box 

American  Upland: 

12-sample  official  boxes 

(universal  standards) .  20  23 

0-sample  guide  boxes _  U  15 

American  Pima: 

6-sample  official  boxes _ ...•  20  23 

TENTATIVE  STANDARDS  FOR 
PREPARATION 

American  Upland  long-staple 
ootton: 

6-sample  boxes. . 13  IS 

STANDARDS  FOR  LENGTH  Of 
STAPLE 

Dollar!  each  length 

American  Upland  (prepared  in 
1-pound  rolls  (or  each  length) ..  4  5 

American  Pima  (prepared  in 
1-pound  rolls  (or  each  length) _  4  5 


§  28.118  Fees  and  costs;  classifications; 
reviews;  other. 

The  fee  for  the  classification,  compari¬ 
son,  or  review  of  linters  with  respect  to 
grade,  staple,  and  character  or  any  of 
these  qualities  shall  be  at  the  rate  of  55 
cents  for  each  bale  or  sample  involved. 
The  provisions  of  §§  26.115  through 
28.126  relating  to  other  fees  and  costs 
shall,  so  far  as  applicable,  apply  to  serv¬ 
ices  performed  with  respect  to  linters. 


§  28.149  Fees  and  costs;  Form  C  deter¬ 
minations. 

For  samples  submitted  for  Form  C  de¬ 
termination,  the  party  requesting  the 
classification  shall  pay  the  fees  pre¬ 
scribed  in  this  subpart  and.  in  addition, 
a  fee  of  $12  per  hour,  or  each  portion 
thereof,  plus  the  necessary  traveling  ex¬ 
penses  and  subsistence,  or  per  diem  in 
lieu  of  subsistence,  incurred  on  account 
of  such  request,  in  accordance  with  the 
fiscal  regulations  of  the  Department  ap¬ 
plicable  to  the  Division  employee  super¬ 
vising  the  sampling. 

§  28.151  C(M>I  of  practical  fornix;  period 
effective. 

Practical  forms  of  the  official  cotton 
linters  standards  of  the  United  States 
will  be  furnished  to  any  person  subject 
to  the  applicable  terms  and  conditions 
specified  in  §28.105:  Provided,  That  no 
practical  form  of  any  of  the  official  cot¬ 
ton  linters  standards  of  the  United  States 
for  grade  shall  be  considered  as  repre¬ 
senting  any  of  said  standards  after  the 
date  of  its  cancellation  in  accordance 
with  this  subpart,  or,  in  any  event,  after 
the  expiration  of  12  months  following 
the  date  of  its  certification.  The  cost  of 
the  official  standards  for  grade  shall  be  at 
the  rate  of  $15.00  each,  f.o.b.,  Memphis, 
Tenn.,  for  shipments  within  the  conti¬ 
nental  United  States,  and  $18.00  each, 
delivered  to  destination,  for  shipments 
outside  the  United  States.  The  cost  of  the 
official  standards  for  staple  shall  be  at 
the  rate  of  $3.50  each,  f.o.b.,  Memphis, 
Tenn.,  for  shipments  within  the  conti¬ 
nental  United  States,  and  $4.00  each,  de¬ 
livered  to  destination,  for  shipments  out¬ 
side  the  continental  United  States. 

(Sec.  10,  42  Stat.  1519;  7  U.S.C.  61.) 

3.  Section  28.184 -is  revised  to  read  as 
follows : 

§  28.184  (lotion  linters ;  general. 

Requests  for  the  classification  or  com¬ 
parison  of  cotton  linters  pursuant  to  this 
subpart  and  the  samples  involved  shall 
be  submitted  to  the  Board  of  Cotton  Lint¬ 
ers  Examiners.  All  samples  classed  shall 
be  on  the  basis  of  the  official  cotton  lint¬ 
ers  standards  of  the  United  States.  The 
fee  for  classification  or  comparison  and 
the  issuance  of  a  memorandum  showing 
the  results  of  such  classification  or  com¬ 
parison  shall  be  55  cents  per  sample, 

(Sec.  206,  60  Stat.  1090,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
1624.) 

4.  Section  28.911  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  28.91 1  Review  classification. 

A  producer  may  request  one  review 
classification  for  each  bale  of  eligible 
cotton.  The  fee  for  review  classification  is 
60  cents  per  sample.  Samples  for  review 
classification  may  be  drawn  by  samplers 
bonded  pursuant  to  §  28.906,  or  by  sam¬ 
plers  at  warehouses  which  issue  negoti¬ 
able  warehouse  receipts,  or  by  employees 
of  the  United  States  Department  of  Ag¬ 
riculture.  Each  sample  for  review  classl- 
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fication  shall  be  taken,  handled,  and  sub-  item 
mitted  according  to  8  28.908  and  to  No- 
supplemental  instructions  issued  by  the  *• 
Director  or  his  representatives.  Costs  in¬ 
cident  to  samplin'*,  tagging,  identifica¬ 
tion,  containers,  and  shipment  for  sam¬ 
ples  for  review  classification  shall  be 
without  expense  to  the  Government. 

(Sec.  10,  42  Stat,  1619,  Sec.  3c,  60  Stat.  62;  7 
UJ8.C.  61,473c.) 

5.  Sections  28.956  and  28.958  are  re¬ 
vised  to  read  as  follows :  *  i 

§  28.956  Prescribed  fee* 

Pees  for  fiber  and  processing  tests  shall 
be  assessed  as  listed  below: 


Kind  of  Test 

Item 

No. 

1  Furnishing  U.S.D.A  calibration 

cotton  in  the  short,  medium, 
long  and  extra  long  staple 
lengths,  including  standard 
values  for  length  by  both 
array  and  Fibrograph  meth¬ 
ods,  strength  by  flat  bundle 
method  at  %-ln  gauge,  and 
maturity  and  fineness  by  the 
Causticaire  methods: 

a.  By  surface  delivery,  1-lb 

sample _ $12.00 

b.  By  air  delivery  within 

the  U.S.,  1-lb  sample.  14. 00 

e.  By  air  delivery  outside 

the  U3,  1-lb  sample.  16. 00 

2  Furnishing  International  cali¬ 

bration  cotton  standards 
with  standard  values  for  mi- 
cronaire  reading  and  Pres¬ 
sley  fiber  strength  at  zero 
gauge: 

a.  By  surface  delivery, 


V4  -lb.  sample _  8.00 

b.  By  air  delivery  within 

U.S.,  14 -lb.  sample _  10.00 

c.  By  air  delivery  outside 

U.S.  Vi  -lb.  sample _  12.  00 

2  Fiber  length  array  of  cotton 
samples.  Reporting  the  aver¬ 
age  percentage  of  fibers  by 
weight  in  each  14 -in.  group 


average  length,  and  average 
length  variability  as  based 
on  3  specimens  from  a 
blended  sample: 

a.  Ginned  cotton  lint,  per 


sample _ _  30.  00 

b.  Cotton  comber  noils, 

per  sample _  40.00 

c.  Other  cotton  wastes,  per 

sample _  60. 00 


2.1  Fiber  length  array  of  cotton 
samples.  Reporting  the  av¬ 
erage  percentage  of  fibers  by 
weight  in  each  %-ln  group, 
average  length,  and  average 
length  variability  as  based 
on  2  specimens  from  a 
blended  sample: 

a.  Ginned  cotton  lint,  per 


sample  _ _  20. 00 

b.  Cotton  comber  noils, 

per  sample _  27.00 

c.  Other  cotton  wastes, 

per  sample _  35. 00 

8.2  Fiber  array  of  cotton  samples, 
including  purified  or  absorb¬ 
ent  cotton.  Reporting  the  av¬ 


erage  percentage  of  fibers  Vi- 
ln  and  longer  by  weight,  the 
average  of  fibers  Shorter  that 
*4 -in  by  weight,  average 
length,  and  average  length 
variability  as  based  on  8 
specimens  from  each  sample, 
per  sample _  25. 00 


6. 


5.1 


62 


62 


6 


Fiber  length  of  ginned  cotton 
lint  by  Fibrograph  method. 
Reporting  the  average  length 
and  average  length  uniform¬ 
ity  as  based  on  4  specimens 
from  a  blended  sample,  per 

sample _ 

Minimum  fee  unless  per¬ 
formed  in  connection 
with  other  tests  requir¬ 
ing  a  blended  specimen. 
Fiber  length  of  ginned  cotton 
lint  by  Fibrograph  method. 
Reporting  the  length  of  each 
sub-sample  and  average 
length  and  average  length 
uniformity  for  each  group  of 
replicate  sub-samples  as 
based  on  2  specimens  from 
each  of  3  or  more  replicate 
unblended  sub-samples,  per 

sub-sample  _ 

Minimum  fee - 

Pressley  strength  of  ginned 
cotton  lint  by  flat  bundle 
method  for  either  zore  or 
%-ln  gauge  as  specified  by 
applicant.  Reporting  the 
average  strength  as  based  on 
specimens  from  a  blended 
sample,  per  sample _ 

Kind  of  Test 

Minium  fee  unless  performed 
in  connection  with  other 
tests  requiring  a  blended 

sample  _ 

Pressley  strength  of  ginned 
cotton  lint  by  flat  bundle 
method  for  either  zero  or  ya- 
in  gauge  as  specified  by 
applicant.  Reporting  the 
strength  of  each  sub-sample 
and  the  average  strength  for 
each  group  of  replicate  sub¬ 
samples  as  based  on  2  speci¬ 
mens  for  each  of  3  or  more 
replicate  unblended  sub¬ 
samples,  per  sub-sample - 

Minimum  fee _ „ 

Stelometer  strength  and  elonga¬ 
tion  of  ginned  cotton  lint  by 
the  flat  bundle  method  for 
>4 -in  gauge.  Reporting  the 
average  strength  and  elonga¬ 
tion  as  based  on  6  specimens 
from  a  blended  sample,  per 

sample  _ 

Minimum  fee  unless  per¬ 
formed  in  connection 
with  other  tests  requiring 

blended  sample _ _ _ 

Stelometer  strength  and  elonga¬ 
tion  of  ginned  cotton  lint  by 
the  flat  bundle  method  for 
%-ln  gauge.  Reporting  the 
strength  and  elongation  of 
each  sub-sample  and  the  av¬ 
erage  of  the  group  of  repli¬ 
cate  sub-samples  as  based  on 
2  specimens  from  each  of  3  or 
more  unblended  samples,  per 

sub-sample  _ _ 

Minimum  fee _ _ 

Fiber  maturity  and  fineness  of 
ginned  cotton  lint  by  the 
Causticaire  method.  Report¬ 
ing  the  average  maturity, 
fineness,  and  micro  naire 
reading  as  based  on  2  speci¬ 
mens  from  a  blended  sam¬ 
ple,  per  sample _ _ _ 

Minimum  fee _ 


Item 

No. 

7 


2.  60 


8 


6.00 


9 


1.75 
5  26 


10 


2.  50 


1.  50 


1.75 
6.  25 


11 


4  00 


12.00 


12 


2.00 

6.00 


4.00 

12.00 


Mlcronaire  readings  on  ginned 
cotton  lint.  Reporting  the 
mlcronaire  reading  as  based 
on  1  specimen  from  each 

sample,  per  sample _ . _ 

Minimum  fee _ : _ _ _ 

Neps  content  of  ginned  cotton 
lint.  Reporting  the  neps  per 
100  square  Inches  as  based 
on  the  web  prepared  from  a 
3-g  specimen  by  using  ac¬ 
cessory  equipment  with  the 
mechanical  fiber  blender, 

per  sample _ 

Minimum  fee  unless  per¬ 
formed  in  connection 
with  other  tests  requir¬ 
ing  a  blended  speci¬ 
men  _ 

Blending  samples  of  ginned 
cotton  lint.  Including  the 
blending  of  a  10-g  sample 
on  the  mechanical  fiber 
blender  and  returnipg  the 
blended  sample  to  the  appli¬ 
cant.  per  sample _ 

Cotton  carded  yarn  spinning 
test.  Reporting  data  on  waste 
extracted,  yarn  skein 
strength,  yarn  appearance, 
yarn  imperfections,  and 
classification  and  fiber  length 
as  specified  in  items  27  and 
4  as  well  as  comments  sum¬ 
marizing  any  unusual  ob¬ 
servations  as  based  on  the 
processing  of  6  pounds  of 
cotton  in  accordance  with 
standard  laboratory  proce¬ 
dures  at  one  of  the  standard 
rates  of  carding  of  6'/2,  9>/2- 
or  12  Vi  pounds- per-hour  into 
two  of  the  standard  carded 
yarn  numbers  of  8s,  14s,  22s. 
36s,  44s,  or  50s,  employing 
a  standard  twist  multiplier 
unless  otherwise  specified. 

per  sample - 

Minimum  fee _ 

Spinning  potential  test.  Deter¬ 
mining  the  finest  yarn  which 
can  be  spun  with  no  ends 
down  and  reporting  spinning 
potential  yarn  number.  This 
test  is  made  in  connection 
with  item  10  and  requires 
an  additional  4  pounds  of 

cotton,  per  sample _ _ 

Minimum  fee _ _ 

Cotton  combed  yarn  spinning 
test.  Reporting  data  on  waste 
extracted,  yarn  skein 
strength,  yarn  appearance, 
yarn  Imperfections,  and  clas¬ 
sification  and  fiber  length  as 
specified  in  Items  27  ard  4  as 
well  as  comments  summariz¬ 
ing  any  unusual  observations 
as  based  on  the  processing 
of  8  pounds  of  cotton  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  standard  pro¬ 
cedures  at  one  of  the  stand¬ 
ard  rates  of  carding  of  4%, 
6%,  or  9V4,  pounds-per-hour 
into  two  of  the  standard 
combed  yarn  numbers  of  22s, 
36s.  44s,  60s,  60s,  80s,  or  100s 
employing  a  standard  twist 
multiplier  unless  otherwise 

specified,  per  sample... _ _ 

Mlnnlmum  fee _ 


.18 

1  60 


5  00 


10  00 


2  00 


65.  00 
130  00 


66  00 
130  00 


80.00 

160  00 
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Item 

No. 

13  Cotton  carded  and  combed 
yarn  spinning  test.  Reporting 
the  results  specified  In  Item 
numbers  10  and  12  In  com¬ 
bination  as  based  on  the 
processing  of  10  pounds  of 
cotton  Into  two  of  the  stand¬ 
ard  carded  and  two  of  the 
standard  combed  yarn  num¬ 
bers  employing  the  same 
carding  rate  and  the  same 
yarn  numbers  for  both  the 
carded  and  the  combed 


yarns,  per  sample _ 100. 00 

Minimum  fee _  200. 00 


14  Cotton  carded  and  combed 
yam  spinning  test.  Report¬ 
ing  the  results  specific  In 
Item  numbers  10  and  12  In 
combination  as  based  on  the 
processing  of  9  pounds  of 
ootton  Into  two  of  the  stand¬ 
ard  carded  and  two  of  the 
standard  combed  yam  num¬ 
bers  employing  different 
oardlng  rates  and/or  yam 
numbers  for  the  carded  and 


combed  yarns,  per  sample _ 120. 00 

Minimum  fee _  240.00 


16  Two-pound  cotton  carded  yam 
spinning  test  available  to  oot¬ 
ton  breeders  only.  Reporting 
data  on  yarn  skein  strength, 
yarn  appearance,  yam  Im¬ 
perfections,  and  the  classi¬ 
fication  and  the  fiber  length 
of  the  cotton  as  specified  In 
Item  numbers  27  and  4  as 
well  as  comments  on  any  un¬ 
usual  processing  perform¬ 
ance  as  based  on  the  process¬ 
ing  of  2  pounds  of  cotton  In 
acoordance  with  standard 
procedures  into  two  standard 
carded  yarn  numbers  em¬ 
ploying  a  standard  twist 


multiplier,  per  sample _  40. 00 

Minimum  fee _  80. 00 


14  Processing  and  testing  of  addi¬ 
tional  yarn.  Any  carded  or 
combed  yarn  number  proc¬ 
essed  In  connection  with 
spinning  tests  as  specified  In 
Item  numbers  10.  12.  13,  and 
14  Including  either  addi¬ 
tional  yarn  numbers  or  ad¬ 
ditional  twist  multipliers 
employed  on  the  same  yam 
numbers,  per  additional  lot 

of  yam _ _ _  10. 00 

141  Processing  and  furnishing  of 
additional  yarn.  Any  yam 
number  processed  In  connec¬ 
tion  with  spinning  tests  as 
specified  In  Items  10.  12.  13. 
and  14.  Approximately  300 
yards  on  each  of  16  paper 
tubes  for  testing  by  the  ap¬ 
plicant,  per  additional  lot  of 

yarn -  20. 00 

IT  Twist  In  yarns  by  direct- 
counting  method.  Reporting 
direction  of  twist  and  average 
turns  per  Inch  of  yam. 

a.  Single  yarns  based  on 

40  specimens  per  lot 
of  yarn -  45.00 

b.  Piled  or  cabled  yarns 

based  on  10  speci¬ 
mens  per  lot  of  yarn..  12. 00 
10  Skein  strength  of  yarn.  Report¬ 
ing  data  on  the  strength  and 
the  yam  numbers  based  on 
25  skeins  from  yam  fur¬ 
nished  by  the  applicant,  per 
sample  _  5. 50 


Item 

No. 

18.1  Appearance  grade  of  yam  fur¬ 

nished  on  bobbins  by  appli¬ 
cant.  Reporting  the  appear¬ 
ance  grade  In  accordance 
with  ASTM  standards  as 
based  on  yam  wound  from 
one  bobbin,  per  bobbin _  2. 00 

18.2  Purnlshlng  yarn  wound  on 

boards  In  connection  with 
yarn  appearance  tests  as 
specified  In  Item  numbers  10. 

12,  18,  14,  and  15.  per  yam 
number _  2. 00 

19  Processing,  weaving,  and  test¬ 

ing  of  fabric.  Reporting  data 
on  the  warp  and  the  filling 
strength  by  the  grab  method. 

a.  Processed  In  connection 

with  spinning  tests  as 
specified  In  item 
numbers  10.  12,  13, 
and  14,  per  lot  of 
fabric  _ 145.00 

b.  Processed  from  yarns 

furnished  by  the  ap¬ 
plicant.  per  lot  of 
fabric _ 120.00 

20  Strength  of  cotton  fabric.  Re¬ 

porting  the  average  warp  and 
filling  strength  by  the  grab 
method  as  based  on  5  breaks 
for  both  warp  and  filling  of 
fabric  furnished  by  the  ap¬ 
plicant,  per  sample _  8. 00 

20. 1  Cotton  fabric  analysis.  Report¬ 
ing  data  on  the  number  of 
warp  and  filling  threads  per 
Inch  and  the  weight  per  yard 
of  fabrlo  as  based  on  at 
least  three  (3)  6  x  6-ln.  speci¬ 
mens  of  fabric  which  was 
processed  as  specified  In  Item 
number  19,  or  furnished  by 


the  applicant,  per  sample _  15. 00 

Minimum  fee _  30. 00 


21  Color  of  ginned  cotton  lint.  Re¬ 

porting  data  on  the  reflect¬ 
ance  In  terms  of  Rd  values 
and  the  degree  of  yellowness 
In  terms  of  b  values  as  based 
on  color  tests  employing  the 
Nlckerson-Hunter  Colorime¬ 
ter  on  samples  which  have  a 
•  uniform  surface  measuring 
5  x  6%  In.  and  weighing  ap¬ 
proximately  60  grams  In  or¬ 
der  to  provide  specimens 
which  are  sufficiently  thick 
to  be  opaque,  per  sample..  .85 
Minimum  fee _  2. 60 

22  Furnishing  color  standards,  in¬ 

cluding  a  set  of  standard 
tiles  and  a  master  diagram 
for  use  In  calibrating 
Nlckerson-Hunter  Cotton 

Colorimeters,  per  set _ _  65. 00 

22. 1  Furnishing  replacement  cali¬ 
bration  tiles  for  above  sets, 

each  tile _  6.60 

22.  2  Furnishing  a  Colorimeter  cali¬ 
bration  sample  box  contain¬ 
ing  6  cotton  samples  with 
coles’  values  Rd  and  -ft 
plotted  on  a  color  diagram 
based  on  the  Nlckeraon- 

Colortmeter.  per  box _  12. 00 

22. 3  Furnishing  new  Colorimeter 
readings  on  samples  In  cali¬ 
bration  boxes  returned  for 
check  readings,  per  6 -sample 
box -  2.50 

23  Furnishing  copies  of  test  data 

worksheets.  Includes  Individ¬ 
ual  observations  and  calcu¬ 
lations  which  are  not 
routinely  furnished  to  the 
applicant,  per  sheet _  1.30 


Item 

No. 

24  Foreign  matter  content  of  oot¬ 

ton  samples.  Reporting  data 
on  the  non-lint  content  as 
based  on  the  Shirley  Analyz¬ 
er  separation  of  lint  and 
foreign  matter. 

a.  For  samples  of  ginned 
lint  or  comber  noils,  per 

100-  specimen _ _ _ __ 

Minimum  fee - 

b.  For  samples  of  ginning 

and  processing  wastes 
other  than  comber  noils, 
per  100-g  specimen _ 

Minimum  fee _ 

25  Furnishing  Identified  cotton 

samples.  Includes  samples  of 
ginned  lint,  Btock  at  any 
stage  of  processing  or  test¬ 
ing,  waste  of  any  type,  yarn 
or  fabric  selected  and  Iden¬ 
tified  In  connection  with 
fiber  and/or  spinning  tests, 
per  Identified  sample _ _ _ •_ 

26  Furnishing  additional  copies  of 

test  reports.  Includes  extra 
copies  In  addition  to  the  2 
copies  routinely  furnished  in 
connection  with  each  test 
Item,  per  additional  sheet _ 

26. 1  Furnishing  a  certified  relisting 

of  test  results.  Includes  sam¬ 
ples  or  sub-samples  selected 
from  any  previous  tests,  per 
sheet  _ _ 

27  Classification  of  ginned  cotton 

lint  In  connection  with  fiber 
tests.  Classification  Includes 
grade,  staple  and  mike  read¬ 
ing  which  requires  a  6-oz 
sample,  per  sample _ 

28  Combination  fiber  tests: 

a.  Test  items  4,  5,  and  6.  per 

sample _ 

b.  Test  Items  4,  5.2,  and  7,  per 

sample _ _ _ _ 

28. 1  Combination  fiber  tests: 

a.  Tests  Items  4,  5,  and  7,  per 

sample _ _ 

b.  Test  Items  4,  5.2,  and  7,  per 

sample _ _ -1 _ _ _ 

28. 2  Combination  fiber  tests: 

a.  Test  items  4.1,  5.1  and  7  on 
3  or  more  replicate  sub¬ 
samples,  per  sub-sample.. 

Minimum  fee _ _ 

b.  Test  Items  4.1,  53  and  7  on 

3  or  more  replicate  sub¬ 
samples,  per  subsample _ 

Minimum  fee _ _ _ _ 

29  Mercerizing  and  testing  of  cot¬ 

ton  yam.  Reporting  data  on 
the  luster  of  two  120- yd 
skeins  and  strength  of  the 
yarn  as  based  on  twenty-five 
120-yd  skeins  mercerized /  In 
accordance  with  standard 
laboratory  procedures. 

a.  Including  the  processing 

of  the  extra  yarn  in  con¬ 
nection  with  spinning 
test  Item  numbers  10,  12, 
13,  and  14,  per  lot  of 
yarn - - - - 

Minimum  fee _ 

b.  For  yarn  furnished  by 

the  applicant,  27  skeins 
of  120  yds  each  required, 
per  lot  of  yarn _ _ 

Minimum  fee _ 
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3.25 

6.50 


10.00 

20.00 


1.30 


.65 


3.25 


.75 

8.00 

9.50 

4.  50 

6.  00 

3.00 

9.00 

3.50 
10.50 


20.00 

80.00 


16.00 

64.00 
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Item 

No. 

30  Bleaching  and  testing  of  cotton 
yarn.  Reporting  data  on  the 
color  of  the  yarn  In  terms  of 
Rd  reflectance  values  and 
plus  b  degree  of  yellowness 
values  as  based  on  the  meas¬ 
urement  of  two  120-yd  skeins 
either  processed  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  spinning  test  item 
numbers  10,  12,  13,  and  14  or 
furnished  by  the  applicant 
and  bleached  in  accordance 
with  standard  laboratory  pro¬ 


cedures,  per  lot  of  yarn _  6. 60 

Minimum  fee _  65. 00 


SI  Bleaching,  dyeing,  and  testing 
of  cotton  yarn.  Reporting 
data  on  the  color  of  the  dyed 
yarn  in  terms  of  Rd  reflec¬ 
tance  values  and  minus  b 
degree  of  blueness  values  as 
based  on  the  measurement  of 
two  120-yd  6kelns  either 
processed  in  connection  with 
spinning  test  item  numbers 
10, 12, 13,  and  14  or  furnished 
by  the  applicant  and 
bleached  then  dyed  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  standard  lab¬ 
oratory  procedures,  per  lot 


of  yarn _  10. 00 

Minimum  fee _ 100. 00 


•2  Dyeing  and  testing  of  grey  cot¬ 
ton  yarn.  Reporting  data  on 
the  color  of  the  dyed  yarn  in 
terms  of  Rd  reflectance 
values  and  minus  by  degree 
of  blueness  values  as  based 
on  the  measurement  of  two 
120-yd  skeins  either  proc¬ 
essed  in  connection  with 
spinning  test  item  numbers 
10, 12, 13,  and  14  or  furnished 
by  the  applicant  and  dyed  in 
accordance  with  standard 
laboratory  procedures,  per 


lot  of  yarn _  6.60 

Minimum  fee _  66. 00 


S3  Luster  of  cotton  yarn.  Report¬ 
ing  data  on  the  percent  lus¬ 
ter  of  grey  or  mercerized 
yarn  either  processed  in  con¬ 
nection  with  spinning  test 
item  numbers  10,  12,  13,  and 
14  or  furnished  by  the  appli- 
„  cant  as  based  on  the  meas¬ 
urement  of  two  120-yd 


skeins,  per  lot  of  yarn _ _  2. 00 

Minimum  fee _  6. 00 


94  Color  of  cotton  yarn.  Reporting 
data  on  the  color  of  grey, 
bleached,  dyed,  or  bleached 
and  dyed  yarn  either  proc¬ 
essed  in  connection  with 
spinning  test  items  10,  12, 
13,  and  14  or  furnished  by 
the  applicant  as  based  on  the 
measurement  of  two  120-yd 


skeins,  per  lot  of  yarn _ _  2. 00 

Minimum  fee _  6. 00 


§  28.958  Fees  and  charges  for  inspec¬ 
tion  and  checkloading  services. 

(a)  Base  rate.  Fees  to  be  charged  and 
collected  for  Inspection  and  checkloading 
services  furnished  on  a  fee  basis  shall 
be  based  on  the  time  required  to  render 
such  service  Including  but  not  limited 
to,  the  time  required  for  the  travel  of 
the  inspector  or  inspectors  in  connection 
therewith,  at  the  rate  of  $12.00  per  hour 
for  each  inspector  for  the  time  actually 
required,  except  as  provided  in  para¬ 
graph  (b)  of  this  section. 
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(b)  Overtime  rate.  If  an  applicant  re¬ 
quires  that  any  Inspection  or  checkload¬ 
ing  service  be  performed  on  a  holiday, 
Saturday,  Sunday,  or  outside  the  inspec¬ 
tor’s  regularly  scheduled  tour  of  duty  on 
Monday  through  Friday,  he  shall  be 
charged  for  such  service  at  the  rate  of 
$16.00  per  hour. 

(c)  Travel  expense  and  other  charges. 
Charges  may  be  made  to  cover  the  cost 
of  travel  and  other  expenses  incurred 
by  the  Service  in  connection  with  the 
performance  of  any  inspection  or  check¬ 
loading  service  on  a  fee  basis.  Such 
charges  shall  include  the  costs  of  travel, 
per  diem,  and  other  expenses. 

(Sec.  3c,  60  Stat.  62;  7  U.S.C.  473c) 


PART  61— COTTONSEED  SOLD  OR  OF¬ 
FERED  FOR  SALE  FOR  CRUSHING 

PURPOSES  (INSPECTION,  SAMPLING, 

AND  CERTIFICATION) 

6.  Sections  61.43,  61.44,  61.45  and  61.46 
are  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  61.43  Fee  for  sampler's  license. 

For  the  examination  of  an  applicant 
for  a  license  to  sample  and  certificate 
official  samples  of  cottonseed  the  fee  shall 
be  $12.00,  but  no  additional  charge  shall 
be  made  for  the  issuance  of  a  license. 
For  each  renewal  of  a  sampler’s  license 
the  fee  shall  be  $10.00. 

§  61.44  Fee  for  chemist's  license. 

For  the  examination  of  an  applicant 
for  a  license  as  a  chemist  to  analyze  and 
certificate  the  grade  of  cottonseed  the 
fee  shall  be  $200.00,  but  no  additional 
charge  shall  be  made  for  the  issuance 
of  a  license.  For  each  renewal  of  a  chem¬ 
ist’s  license  the  fee  shall  be  $65.00. 

§  61 .45  Fee  for  certificates  to  he  paid  hy 
licensee  to  Service. 

To  cover  in  part  the  cost  of  adminis¬ 
tering  the  regulations  in  this  part  each 
licensed  cottonseed  chemist  shall  pay 
to  the  Service  70  cents  for  each  certifi¬ 
cate  of  the  grade  of  cottonseed  issued 
by  him.  Upon  receipt  of  a  statement  from 
the  Service  each  month  showing  the 
number  of  certificates  issued  by  the  li¬ 
censee,  such  licensee  will  forward  the  ap¬ 
propriate  remittance  in  the  form  of  a 
cheidc,  draft,  or  money  order  payable  to 
the  “Agricultural  Marketing  Service, 
USDA.” 

§  61.46  Fees  for  review  of  grading  of 
cottonseed.  _ 

For  the  review  of  the  grading  of  any 
lot  of  cottonseed,  the  fee  shall  be  $25.00. 
Remittance  to  cover  such  fee,  in  the 
form  of  a  check,  draft,  or  money  order 
payable  to  the  "Agricultural  Marketing 
Service,  USDA,”  shall  accompany  each 
application  for  review.  Of  each  such  fee 
collected,  $7.00  shall  be  covered  into  the 
Treasury  and  $9.00  disbursed  to  each  of 
the  two  licensed  chemists  designated  to 
make  reanalyses  of  such  seed.  , 

(Sec.  205,  60  Stat.  1090,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
1624.) 

The  need  for  these  increased  fees  and 
the  amount  thereof  are  dependent  upon 
facts  within  the  knowledge  of  the  Agrl- 
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cultural  Marketing  Service.  Therefore, 
under  the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C.  553,  it  is 
found  that  notice  and  other  procedure 
with  respect  to  these  revisions  are  im¬ 
practicable  and  unnecessary. 

The  conduct  of  all  services  and  the  li¬ 
censing  of  Inspection/grading/sampling 
personnel  under  these  regulations  shall 
be  accomplished  without  discrimination 
as  to  race,  color,  religion,  sex,  or  national 
origin. 

Effective  Date:  These  revisions  shall 
become  effective  July  1,  1976. 

Dated:  May  17,1976. 

William  T.  Manley, 
Deputy  Administrator, 
Program  Operations 

| FR  Doc.76-14839  Filed  6-19-76; 8; 45  am) 


CHAPTER  IX— AGRICULTURAL  MARKET¬ 
ING  SERVICE  (MARKETING  AGREE¬ 
MENTS  AND  ORDERS;  FRUITS,  VEGE¬ 
TABLES,  NUTS),  DEPARTMENT  OF 
AGRICULTURE 

(Navel  Orange  Reg.  381] 

PART  907— NAVEL  ORANGES  GROWN  IN 
ARIZONA  AND  DESIGNATED  PART  OF 
CALIFORNIA 

Limitation  of  Handling  ' 

This  regulation  fixes  the  quantity  of 
California-Arizona  Navel  oranges  that 
may  be  shipped  to  fresh  market  during 
the  weekly  regulation  period  May  21-27, 
1976.  It  is  issued  pursuant  to  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of 
1937,  as  amended,  and  Marketing  Order 
No.  907.  The  quantity  of  Navel  oranges 
so  fixed  was  arrived  at  after  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  total  available  supply  of  Navel 
oranges,  the  quantity  currently  available 
for  market,  the  fresh  market  demand 
for  Navel  oranges,  Navel  orange  prices, 
and  the  relationship  of  season  average 
returns  to  the  parity  price  for  Navel 
oranges. 

§  907.681  Navel  Orange  Regulation  381. 

(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the  mar¬ 
keting  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  907,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
907),  regulating  the  handling  of  Navel 
oranges  grown  in  Arizona  and  designated 
part  of  California,  effective  under  the 
applicable  provisions  of  'he  Agricultural 
Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674),  and  upon 
the  basis  of  the  recommendations  and 
information  submitted  by  the  Navel 
Orange  Administrative  Committee,  es¬ 
tablished  under  the  said  amended  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  order,  and  upon 
other  available  information,  it  is  hereby 
found  that  the  limitation  of  handling  of 
such  Navel  oranges,  as  hereinafter  pro¬ 
vided,  will  tend  to  effectuate  the  declared 
policy  of  the  act. 

(2)  The  need  for  this  regulation  to 
limit  the  respective  quantities  of  Navel 
oranges  that  may  be  marketed  from 
District  1,  District  2,  and  District  3  dur¬ 
ing  the  ensuing  week  stems  from  the 
production  and  marketing  situation  con¬ 
fronting  the  Navel  orange  industry. 

(1)  The  committee  has  submitted  Its 
recommendation  with  respect  to  the 
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quantities  of  Navel  oranges  that  should 
be  marketed  during  the  next  succeeding 
week.  Such  recommendation,  designed  to 
provide  equity  of  marketing  opportunity 
to  handlers  in  all  districts,  resulted  from 
consideration  of  the  factors  enumerated 
in  the  order.  The  committee  further  re¬ 
ports  that  the  fresh  market  demand  for 
Navel  oranges  is  strengthening  partic¬ 
ularly  for  first  grade  fruit.  Prices  f.o.b. 
averaged  $3.14  a  carton  on  a  reported 
sales  volume  of  1,077  carlots  last  week, 
compared  with  an  average  f.o.b.  price  of 
$3.05  per  carton  and  sales  of  1,207  carlots 
a  week  earlier.  Track  and  rolling  supplies 
at  460  cars  were  down  55  cars  from  last 
week. 

(ii)  Having  considered  the  recommen¬ 
dation  and  information  submitted  by  the 
committee,  and  other  available  informa¬ 
tion,  the  Secretary  finds  that  the  respec¬ 
tive  quantities  of  Navel  oranges  which 
may  be  handled  should  be  fixed  as  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth. 

(3)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it  is 
impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  public 
Interest  to  give  preliminary  notice,  en¬ 
gage  in  public  rule-making  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
regulation  until  30  days  after  publication 


hereof  in  the  Federal  Register  (5  U.S.C. 
553)  because  the  time  intervening  be¬ 
tween  the  date  when  information  upon 
which  this  regulation  is  based  became 
available  and  the  time  this  regulation 
must  become  effective  in  order  to  effec¬ 
tuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act  is 
insufficient,  and  a  reasonable  time  is 
permitted,  under  the  circumstances,  for 
preparation  for  such  effective  time;  and 
good  cause  exists  for  making  the  provi¬ 
sions  hereof  effective  as  hereinafter  set 
forth.  The  committee  held  an  open  meet¬ 
ing  during  the  current  week,  after  giv¬ 
ing  due  notice  thereof,  to  consider  sup¬ 
ply  and  market  conditions  for  Navel 
oranges  and  the  need  for  regulation ;  in¬ 
terested  persons  were  afforded  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  submit  information  and 
views  at  this  meeting;  the  recommenda¬ 
tion  and  supporting  information  for 
regulation,  including  its  effective  time, 
are  identical  with  the  aforesaid  recom¬ 
mendation  of  the  committee,  and  infor¬ 
mation  concerning  such  provisions  and 
effective  time  has  been  disseminated 
among  handlers  of  such  Navel  oranges; 
it  is  necessary,  in  order  to  effectuate  the 
declared  policy  of  the  act,  to  make  this 
regulation  effective  during  the  period 


herein  specified;  and  compliance  with 
this  regulation  will  not  require  any  spe¬ 
cial  preparation  on  the  part  of  persons 
subject  hereto  which  cannot  be  com¬ 
pleted  on  or  before  the  effective  date 
hereof.  Such  committee  meeting  was  held 
on  May  18, 1976. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  The  respective  quan¬ 
tities  of  Navel  oranges  grown  in  Arizona 
and  designated  part  of  California  which 
may  be  handled  during  the  period  May 
21, 1976,  through  May  27,  1976,  are  here¬ 
by  fixed  as  follows; 

(1)  District  1;  1,200,000  cartons; 

(ii)  District  2;  Unlimited  movement; 

(iii)  District  3:  Unlimited  movement.” 

(2)  As  used  in  this  section,  “handled,” 
“District  1,”  “District  2,"  “District  3,” 
and  “carton”  have  the  same  meaning  as 
when  used  in  said  amended  marketing 
agreement  and  order. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  ameuded;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674.) 

Dated:  May  19, 1976. 

Charles  R.  Brader, 
Director.  Fruit  and  Vegetable 
Division.  Agricultural  Mar¬ 
keting  Service. 

I  PR  Doc.76-15053  Piled  5-19-76.11 :49  am] 
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proposed  rules 


This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  notices  to  the  public  of  the  proposed  issuance  of  rules  and  regulations.  The  purpose  of 
these  notices  is  to  give  interested  persons  an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule  making  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  final  rules. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Office  of  the  Secretary 
[32  CFR  Part  251  ] 

TOXIC  CHEMICAL  HAZARDS  OR  COM¬ 
BINED  TOXIC  AND  EXPLOSIVES  HAZ¬ 
ARDS  SAFETY  STANDARDS 

Proposed  Toxic  Chemical  Safety  Standards 

The  proposed  standards  are  authorized 
by  Department  of  Defense  Directive 
5154.4,  “The  Department  of  Defense  Ex¬ 
plosives  Safety  Board,”  dated  October  23, 
1971  <36  FR  22777,  November  30,  1971). 
Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested  in  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  in  accordance  with 
Title  10,  United  States  Code,  section  172, 
this  Directive  established  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Defense  Explosives  Safety  Board 
(DDESB)  as  a  joint  activity  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Defense,  subject  to  the  di¬ 
rection,  authority  and  control  of  the 
Secretary  of  Defense. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Chair¬ 
man,  Department  of  Defense  Explosives 
Safety  Board  proposes  to  establish  Toxic 
Chemical  Safety  Standards  as  an  addi¬ 
tion  to  DoD  5154.4S.  “DoD  Ammunition 
and  Explosives  Safety  Standards,”  dated 
July  1974.  (DoD  5154.4S  is  available  from 
Superintendent  of  Documents,  Govern¬ 
ment  Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.C, 
20402).  These  standards  are  applicable 
to  existing  stockpiles  of  chemicals  which 
are  maintained  in  support  of  national 
policy  in  full  conformance  with  current 
legislation  and  international  law. 

The  standards  for  toxic  chemical 
agents  and  ammunition  containing  such 
agents  are  designed  to  provide  a  degree 
of  safety  to  the  public,  equivalent  to  or 
greater  than  that  provided  for  other 
types  of  ammunition  and  explosives  by 
existing  provisions  of  DoD  5154.4S.  It 
is  proposed  to  make  the  toxic  chemical 
safety  standards  effective  on  the  date  of 
their  republication  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

Inquiries  may  be  addressed  to,  and 
data,  vievrs,  and  arguments  concerning 
the  proposed  standards  may  be  submit¬ 
ted  to,  the  Chairman,  Department  of 
Defense  Explosives  Safety  Board,  De¬ 
partment  of  Defense,  Washington,  D.C. 
20314.  All  material  received  on  or  be¬ 
fore  June  21,  1976,  will  be  considered. 
All  comments  in  response  to  these 
standards  will  be  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection  during  normal  business  hours 
at  the  foregoing  address. 

The  proposed  standards  will  be  con¬ 
tained  in  a  new  Part  251  to  this  sub¬ 
chapter  and  will  read  as  follows: 

Sec. 

261.1  General. 

251.2  Maximum  Credible  Event. 


Sec. 

261.3  Hazard  Zone  Calculations. 

251.4  Public  Access  Exclusion  Distance. 

251.5  Intraline  Distance. 

251.6  Magazine  Distance. 

261.7  Exclusion. 

251.8  Containment. 

Authority:  The  provisions  of  this  Part 
251  Issued  under  Title  10,  United  States  Code, 
section  172. 

§  251.1  General. 

Items  in  this  class  are  chemical  agent 
filled  ammunition,  chemical  agents,  and 
chemical  agent  filled  components.  As 
used  in  this  standard,  “agent”  means 
a  toxic  chemical  agent,  a  substance  which 
in  intended  for  military  use  with  lethal 
or  incapacitating  effects  upon  man 
through  its  chemical  properties.  Excluded 
from  toxic  chemical  agents  for  purposes 
of  this  standard  are  riot  control  agents, 
chemical  herbicides,  smoke  and  flame 
producing  items,  and  individual  disasso¬ 
ciated  components  of  chemical  agent 
ammunition. 

(a)  Depending  upon  the  type  of  agent, 
its  persistency,  volatility,  toxicity,  or 
other  characteristics,  the  primary  safety 
consideration  may  be  the  area  of  agent 
dispersal  rather  than  blast  or  fragment 
distance  which  usually  control  in  the 
case  of  other  ammunition.  Items  which 
contain  only  toxic  chemical  agents  are 
assigned  to  Class  6,  Division  1. 

(b)  Items  which  contain  both  ex¬ 
plosives  and  toxic  chemical  components 
are  assigned  to  Class  1,  Divisions  1 
through  4,  as  appropriate;  Class  6,  Divi¬ 
sion  1  requirements  must  also  be  applied 
so  that  the  explosives  and  toxic  chemical 
hazards  are  both  considered. 

§251.2  Maximum  credibl event. 

A  maximum  credible  event  (MCE)  Is 
defined  as  that  unintended,  unplanned, 
or  accidental  adverse  occurrence  which 
causes  release  of  agent  from  an  ammuni¬ 
tion  item,  bulk  container,  or  process.  It 
must  be  realistic  with  a  reasonable  prob¬ 
ability  of  occurrence.  It  is  necessary  to 
hypothesize  a  MCE  to  enable  calculation 
of  the  magnitude  of  a  worst  case  hazard. 

(a)  The  hypothetical  MCE  for  any 
given  situation  will  be  based  upon  the 
nature  and  characteristics  of  the  agent 
involved,  ammunition,  container,  con¬ 
figuration,  and  location. 

(b)  The  number  of  ammunities  items 
involved,  the  quantity  of  agent  released, 
and  the  percentage  of  agent  disseminated 
shall  be  asumed,  based  upon  available 
test  data  or,  in  the  absence  of  data,  the 
best  technical  judgment  available. 

(c)  In  the  Instance  of  a  bulk  container 
or  an  ammunition  item  without  ex¬ 
plosives  components,  the  MCE  will  be  de¬ 


veloped  from  the  hypothesis  of  a  leak  or 
rupture  resulting  in  a  release  of  agent. 

(d)  In  the  Instance  of  ammunition 
with  explosive  components,  the  MCE  will 
be  developed  from  the  assumption  of  an 
explosion  or  detonation  of  one  of  the 
most  disruptive  explosive  components 
which  would  produce  the  worst  results 
regarding  release  of  agent;  the  propaga¬ 
tion  characteristics  of  the  ammunition 
will  be  considered  in  developing  the  over¬ 
all  MCE. 

(e)  Hie  amount  of  agent  released  and 
the  nature  of  release  (evaporation  or 
aerosolization)  as  a  result  of  MCE  will 
then  be  used  to  make  the  hazard-zone 
calculations  required  by  this  standard. 

§  251.3  Hazard  zone  calculations. 

(a)  Because  of  the  diversity  of  items 
which  may  be  present  at  an  installation, 
and  the  wide  variation  in  hazard  as¬ 
sociated  with  MCEs  involving  different 
items,  it  is  necessary  that  calculations  be  • 
made  for  each  item  individually. 

(b)  Considerations  of  hazard  zones  for 
chemical  items  at  each  installation  shall 
include:  agents  present,  their  amounts, 
and  storage  or  handling  configurations; 
the  normal  types  of  operations  and  han¬ 
dling  to  which  they  are  subjected;  and 
the  MCE  that  may  result  directly  from 
such  operations. 

(1)  The  chemical  agent  source 
strength  which  would  result  from  the 
MCE  that  could  occur  in  the  usual  stor¬ 
age  and  handling  configuration  or  during 
other  specialized  operations  shall  be 
calculated  for  each  chemical  item.  Such 
MCE  shall  be  evaluated  and  the  worst 
case  hazard-source  strength  shall  be  se¬ 
lected,  based  on  the  type  and  quantity  of 
agent  released  and  type  of  release;  e.g., 
by  aerosolization  or  evaporation. 

(2)  These  hazardous  sources  shall  be¬ 
come  the  basis  of  subsequent  hazard- 
distance  calculations  performed  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  methodology  described 
in  DDESB  Technical  Paper  Number  10. 

(c)  In  performing  hazard  calculations, 
prime  consideration  shall  be  given  to: 
type  of  agent,  source  strength  and  geom¬ 
etry,  and  time  of  day  that  the  agent 
release  occurs. 

(1)  Distances  will  be  calculated  to 
show  whether  or  not  the  hazards  from 
the  chemical  agents  exceed  the  safety 
zones  required  to  protect  against  the  ex¬ 
plosive  hazards  if  both  are  present. 

(2)  The  hazard  distances  shall  then  be 
displayed  as  the  radius  of  a  circle  drawn 
on  a  map  of  the  installation  and  its  en¬ 
virons  if  the  distance  extends  beyond  the 
installation  boundaries.  The  indicated 
worst  case  distance  to  the  contour  line 
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at  which  the  following  values  would 
exist: 


Agent:  mg -min /m  * 

OB _ _ M>.0 

VX .  4.3 

HD  _  150.0 


shall  be  used  as  public  access  exclusion 
distance  for  Class  6,  Division  1  chemical 
agents. 

§  251.4  Public  access  exclusion  distance. 

This  distance  requires  consideration 
not  only  of  blast  or  fragment  hazard 
from  Class  1  items,  but  also  of  the  effect 
of  release  of  agent  because  of  the  agent’s 
persistency,  volatility,  toxicity,  nature  of 
release  (aerosolization  or  evaporation > , 
or  other  special  features. 

(a)  Inhabited  building  quantity-dis¬ 
tance  standards  for  chemical  agents  in 
Class  1  or  Class  6  items  cannot  be  con¬ 
veniently  stated  in  the  manner  pre¬ 
scribed  for  other  Class  1  items. 

'  (b)  Based  on  meteorological,  topo¬ 
graphical  and  other  local  conditions,  a 
downwind-hazard  zone  in  which  certain 
effects  may  be  expected  shall  be  calcu¬ 
lated  for  accidental  agent  release  from 
the  potential  source  of  agent. 

(c)  The  downwind-hazard  zone  shall 
be  calculated  as  indicated  in  §  251.3. 

(d)  For  protection  analogous  to  the 
inhabited-building  distance  -for  explo¬ 
sives,  the  hazard  zone  calculated  from 
the  MCE  shall  represent  that  arc  from 
the  agent  source  containing  no  more 
than  10.0,  4.3,  and  150.0  mg-min/m’  of 
GB,  VX.  or  HD  respectively. 

(e)  Positive  means  shall  be  taken  to 
assure  that  no  persons,  not  directly 
associated  with  chemical  weapons  opera¬ 
tions.  eft  ter  areas  so  defined. 

(f )  In  the  event  this  calculation  results 
in  a  lesser  distance  than  that  required  by 
the  associated  blast  or  fragment  hazard, 
the  blast  or  fragment  distance  shall  be 
applied  as  determined  for  Class  1,  Divi¬ 
sions  1  through  4. 

(g>  Positive  control  of  an  area  which 
can  assure  that  all  persons  can  be  re¬ 
moved  prior  to  exposure  in  the  case  of 
an  MCE  may  be  developed  in  lieu  of  ab¬ 
solute  exclusion.  Full  details  of  such  con¬ 
trol  must  be  presented  to  the  DDESB  for 
approval  if  proposed  to  be  used  in  lieu  of 
exclusion. 

§  251.5  lulriilinr  Di»tanc  . 

Since  the  primary  purpose  of  intraline 
distance  is  to  prevent  the  propagation 
of  explosions,  there  is  no  requirement  for 
Intraline  separation  of  Class  6  items.  The 
intraline  distances  for  Class  1  ammuni¬ 
tion  containing  both  agents  and  explosive 
components  shall  be  those  specified  for 
Class  1.  Divisions  1  through  4,  as  if  the 
chemical  agents  wrere  not  present. 

§  251.6  Magazine  Distance. 

Since  the  primary  purpose  of  magazine 
distance  is  to  provide  a  high  degree  of 
protection  against  propagation  of  explo¬ 
sions  (in  the  case  of  aboveground  maga¬ 
zines),  or  to  provide  virtually  complete 
protection  against  propagation  of  ex¬ 
plosions  (in  the  case  of  igloo  magazines), 
there  is  no  requirement  for  magazine 
separation  of  Class  6  items. 


(a>  The  magazine  distance  for  Class  1 
ammunition  containing  both  agent  and 
explosive  components  shall  be  that  ap¬ 
propriate  if  chemical  agent  were  not 
present,  using  the  appropriate  table  for 
Hazard  Class  1,  Division  1  through  4. 

(b)  For  chemical  agents  requiring  dif¬ 
fering  decontamination  procedures,  the 
controlling  DoD  Component  shall  specify 
appropriate  minimum -separation  dis¬ 
tances. 

§  251.7  Exclusion. 

This  standard  does  not  apply  to  situa¬ 
tions  where  the  immediate  disposal  or 
detoxification  of  chemical  ammunition 
or  agents  is  necessitated  by  an  emergency 
when  delay  would  clearly  cause  a  greater 
danger  to  human  life,  or  health. 

§  251.8  Containment. 

Safety  criteria  for  containment  of  op¬ 
erations: 

(a)  Certain  operations  are  inherently 
hazardous  and  appropriate  containment 
of  the  various  hazards  involved  is  neces¬ 
sary  for  the  protection  of  the  employees 
performing  such  work,  the  protection  of 
other  employees  at  the  installation  who 
are  not  associated  with  such  work,  and 
the  protection  of  the  general  public  out¬ 
side  the  installation. 

(1)  Personnel  responsible  for  planning, 
designing,  and  accomplishing  such  opera¬ 
tions  must  assure  that  adequate  safety  is 
proved  by  incorporating  the  appropriate 
types  of  hazard  containment. 

(2)  The  various  circumstances  and 
facilities  that  may  be  encountered  at 
such  operations  prevent  pre-definition 
of  specific  detailed  containment  specifi¬ 
cations  for  each  agent,  each  ammunition 
and  each  operation. 

(3)  Nevertheless,  the  general  principles 
of  hazard  containment  set  forth  below 
will  be  normally  incorporated  in  opera¬ 
tions  such  as  manufacture,  disassembly, 
demilitarization,  and  disposal. 

(b)  There  are  two  types  of  contain¬ 
ment:  “total  containment,”  and  “vapor 
containment.”  Irrespective  of  which  type 
of  containment  is  provided,  the  contain¬ 
ment  structure  or  facility  will  be 
equipped  with  a  means  of  entrapping  or 
detoxifying  the  evaporated  or  aerosolized 
chemical  agent  by  filters,  scrubbers,  in¬ 
cinerators,  or  other  appropriate  means. 
Total  containment  and  vapor  contain¬ 
ment  are  described  as  follows : 

*  (1)  Total  containment  requires  a  fa¬ 
cility  designed  and  tested  to  be  of  suf¬ 
ficient  capacity  and  strength  to  contain 
combustion  or  detonation  gases,  frag¬ 
ments,  and  agent  from  the  largest  ex¬ 
plosion  that  could  occur,  based  upon 
the  propagation  characteristics  of  the 
ammunition.  Currently,  there  are  two 
basic  designs  for  such  total  containment. 

(i)  One  design  consists  of  a  chamber 
capable  of  retaining  all  of  the  fragments 
and  explosion  effects;  and  preventing  re¬ 
lease  of  detectable  quantities  of  agent. 

(11)  The  other  design  consists  of  a 
suppressive  shield  capable  of  retaining 
the  fragments  and  sufficiently  attenuat¬ 
ing  the  blast  forces  while  a  plenum  cham¬ 
ber  (outer  envelope  surrounding  the  sup¬ 
pressive  shield)  retains  the  combustion 


gases  and  prevents  release  of  detectable 
quantities  of  agent. 

(2)  Vapor  containment  will  consist  of 
a  facility  designed  to  provide  negative 
pressure,  controlled  air  flow,  and  walled 
or  multiple  walled  enclosures  which  will 
contain  any  detectable  quantities  of 
agent  released.  Designs  for  vapor  con¬ 
tainment  are  usually  tailored  to  the  op¬ 
eration  involved. 

(3)  Containment  is  not  required  for 
operations  associated  with  storage  ac¬ 
tivities.  Examples  of  such  operations  in¬ 
clude  shipping,  storing,  receiving,  re¬ 
warehousing,  minor  maintenance,  sur¬ 
veillance  inspection,  repair,  and  encap¬ 
sulation. 

(i)  Emergency  agent  transfer  in  the 
event  of  agent  leakage  is  also  permitted 
without  containmment.  These  activities 
normally  present  an  acceptable  degree  of 
safety  except  in  the  event  of  an  agent 
leaker,  and  then  the  increased  hazard  is 
only  to  those  operating  personnel  in 
proximity. 

(ii)  In  the  event  of  a  leaker,  measures 
such  as  personal  protective  clothing  and 
equipment  are  mandatory  to  protect  op¬ 
erating  personnel  during  the  application 
of  decontamination  procedures  to  neu¬ 
tralize  the  escaping  agent,  and  to  repair, 
encapsulate,  or  transfer  agent  from  the 
leaking  ammunition  or  container. 

(4)  The  selection  of  the  type  of  con¬ 
tainment  is  dependent  upon  the  nature 
of  the  operation  involved. 

(i)  Total  containment  is  required  for 
those  operations  involving  ammunition 
which  contain  explosive  components  as 
well  as  toxic  agents,  whenever  the  oper¬ 
ation  may  subject  the  explosive  compo¬ 
nents  to  a  potential  initiating  stimulus. 

(ii)  Vapor  containment  is  required  for 
those  operations  involving  toxic  agents 
in  bulk  or  in  ammunition  without  ex¬ 
plosives  components:  and  for  those  op¬ 
erations  involving  ammunition  contain¬ 
ing  both  toxic  agent  and  explosive  com¬ 
ponents  wherein  the  operation  does  not 
subject  the  explosive  components  to  a 
potential  initiating  stimulus. 

(iii)  Examples  of  disassembly,  demili¬ 
tarization,  and  disposal  operations  which 
normally  require  total  containment  and 
those  which  require  vapor  containment 
are  listed  below.  For  situations  not  speci¬ 
fically  listed,  selection  of  the  type  of  con¬ 
tainment  required  will  be  in  accordance 
with  the  above  principles. 

(a)  Operations  requiring  total  contain¬ 
ment  include: 

(i)  Machine  tool  operations;  e.g.,  cut¬ 
ting,  sawing,  milling,  drilling,  punching, 
or  shearing  of  ammunition  if  the  opera¬ 
tion  requires  the  cutting  tool  to  remove 
or  displace  metal  before  or  after  contact 
with  the  explosives. 

(ii)  Situations  in  which  the  ammuni¬ 
tion  arming  and  functioning  environ¬ 
ments  can  be  duplicated  by  the  sequence 
of  operations  and  process  machinery. 

(iii)  Disassembly  of  armed  or  possibly 
armed  ammunition. 

(iv)  Disassembly  of  explosive  compo¬ 
nents  from  ammunition  where  there  is 
evidence  of  significant  damage,  exuda¬ 
tion  of  explosives,  corrosion,  or  deterio¬ 
ration;  unless  testing,  analysis  or  evalu- 
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ation  by  DDESB  determines  that  total 
containment  is  not  required. 

(c)  Disassembly  of  explosive  compo¬ 
nents  from  ammunition  where  undue 
force  is  required  to  accomplish  the  dis¬ 
assembly;  e.g.,  where  tools  used  for  dis¬ 
assembly  must  apply  significantly  great¬ 
er  leverage  or  torque  than  those  which 
were  used  for  the  assembly. 

(b)  Operations  requiring  vapor  con¬ 
tainment  are: 

(t)  Machine  tool  operations;  e.g., 
punching,  drilling,  or  sawing  of  ammu¬ 
nition  to  remove  the  agent  provided  the 
equipment  is  designed  to  prevent  con¬ 
tact  of  its  cutting  tool  with  explosive^ 

<h)  Burster  well  removal,  after  re¬ 
moval  of  explosive  components. 

( iii )  Transfer  of  agent  from  bulk  stor¬ 
age  tanks,  containers  or  ammunition 
into  holding  tanks,  chemical  detoxifica¬ 
tion  reactors,  incinerators,  or  similar 
processing  equipment,  such  as  may  be 
found  in  a  production,  demilitarization 
or  disposal  line.  This  is  not  to  be  con¬ 
strued  as  requiring  vapor  containment 
for  agent  transfer  during  field  opera¬ 
tions  involving  leaker  repair  activities. 

Maurice  W.  Roche, 
Director,  Correspondence  and 
Directives  OASD  (Comptrol¬ 
ler). 

Mat  17, 1976. 

fFR  Doc.7«-14845  Filed  5-19-76; 8:45  am) 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs 
[  25  CFR  Part  221  ] 

SAN  CARLOS  IRRIGATION  PROJECT, 
ARIZ. 

Proposed  Revisions 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested  in 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  for  issu¬ 
ance  of  irrigation  operation  and  main¬ 
tenance  orders  fixing  per  acre  assess¬ 
ments  against  lands  included  in  Indian 
Irrigation  Projects,  delegated  to  the 
Commissioner  of  Indian  Affairs  by  Order 
No.  2508  (10  BIAM  2.1,  Section  15a)  and 
redelegated  to  the  Area  Directors,  by  10 
BIAM  4.1,  notice  is  hereby  given  that  It 
is  proposed  to  modify  §  221.63  Assess¬ 
ment,  Joint  Works,  of  Title  25,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  dealing  with  opera¬ 
tion  and  maintenance  assessments 
against  the  irrigable  lands  of  the  San 
Carlos  Irrigation  Project,  Arizona,  by  in¬ 
creasing  the  total  basic  assessment  from 
$600,000  to  $1,185,000  per  annum  and  the 
per  acre  assessment  rate  from  $6.00  to 
$11.85  for  each  acre  of  land,  the  revised 
section  would  read  as  follows: 

§  221.63  Assessment,  Joint  Work*. 

(a)  Pursuant  to  the  Act  of  Congress 
approved  June  7, 1924  (43  Stat.  476) ,  and 
supplementary  acts,  the  repayment  con¬ 
tract  of  June  8,  1931,  as  amended,  be¬ 
tween  the  United  States  and  the  San 
Carlos  Irrigation  and  Drainage  District, 
and  in  accordance  with  applicable  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  order  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  June  15,  1938  (88  221.69a^ 
221.69m) ,  the  cost  of  the  operation  and 
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maintenance  of  the  Joint  Works  of  the 
San  Carlos  Indian  Irrigation  Project  for 
the  fiscal  year  1978  is  estimated  to  be 
$1,185,000  and  the  rate  of  assessment  for 
the  said  fiscal  year  and  subsequent  fiscal 
years  until  further  order,  is  hereby  fixed 
at  $11.85  for  each  acre  of  land. 

It  is  the  policy  of  the  Department  of 
the  Interior  whenever  practicable  to  af¬ 
ford  the  public  an  opportunity  to  partici¬ 
pate  in  the  rule  making  process.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  interested  persons  may  submit 
written  comments,  suggestions,  or  objec¬ 
tions  with  respect  to  the  proposed 
amendment,  to  John  H.  Artichoker,  Area 
Director,  Phoenix  Area  Office,  P.O.  Box 
7007,  Phoenix,  Arizona,  85011,  on  or  be¬ 
fore  June  11,  1976. 

John  Artichoker,  Jr., 

Area  Director. 
[FR  Doc.76-14691  Filed  5-19-76:8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
[  7  CFR  Part  26  ] 

WHEAT 

Proposed  Revision  of  Standards;  Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  76-12079  appearing  at  page 
17553  in  the  Federal  Register  of  April 
27,  1976,  item  Number  4  in  Column  3  of 
Page  17555  is  corrected  to  read — “Clarify 
the  definition  for  ‘damaged  kernels’  by 
including  the  term  ‘insect-bored’ — to 
identify  insect-bored  kernels  which  are, 
and  always  have  been,  considered  dam¬ 
aged  kernels.” 

Dated:  May  17, 1976. 

Donald  E.  Wilkinson, 
Administrator. 
[FR  Doc  76-14838  Filed  5-19-76;8:45  am] 

[  7  CFR  Part  1099  ] 

[Docket  No.  AO-183-A84] 

MILK  IN  PADUCAH,  KENTUCKY, 
MARKETING  AREA 

Hearing  on  Proposed  Amendment  to 
Tentative  Marketing  Agreement  and  Order 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  76-9994  appearing  at  page 
14768  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
Wednesday,  April  7,  1976,  the  final  para¬ 
graph  immediately  preceding  the  signa¬ 
ture  on  page  14769  should  read: 

“Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  April 
2, 1976”. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 
[  21  CFR  Part  1  ] 

[Docket  No.  76P-0129] 

INDIVIDUALLY  WRAPPED  PIECES  OF 
CONFECTIONERY 

Proposed  Exemption  From  Required  Label 
Statements;  Withdrawal  of  Proposal,  De¬ 
nial  of  Petition,  and  Termination  of  Rule 
Making  Proceeding 

The  Food  and  Drug  Administration 
(FDA)  is  withdrawing  the  proposal  con- 
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ceming  an  exemption  from  labeling  re¬ 
quirements  for  individually  wrapped 
candies  of  2  ounces  or  less  net  weight 
(published  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
March  13.  1975  (40  FR  11731) ),  denying 
the  petition  on  which  the  proposal  was 
based,  and  terminating  the  rule  making 
proceeding  in  that  matter.  . 

The  proposed  amendment,  if  adopted, 
would  have  revised  8  l.lc(a)  (4)  (21  CFR 
l.lc(a)  (4) )  by  deleting  the  words  “penny 
candy  and  other-'  and  by  exempting  in¬ 
dividually  wrapped  pieces  of  confection¬ 
ery  of  not  more  than  2  ounces  net  weight 
from  the  net  quantity  of  contents  dec¬ 
laration  required  by  8  1.8b  (21  CFR  1.8b) . 
The  proposal  was  published  in  response 
to  a  petition  submitted  by  the  National 
Confectioners  Association  (NCA),  Wash¬ 
ington,  DC  20036. 

One  thousand  thirty-nine  comments 
were  received  in  response  to  the  pro¬ 
posal:  1,002  from  consumers  (one  com¬ 
ment  included  letters  from  a  class  of  40 
students),  18  from  government  agencies 
< Federal.  State,  and  local),  6  from  con¬ 
sumer  organizations,  6  from  the  indus¬ 
try,  4  from  trade  associations,  2  from 
universities,  and  1  frem  a  Congressman. 
Only  13  of  these  comments  favored  the 
proposal.  A  summary  of  the  comments 
and  the  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drug 
responses  follow: 

1.  Many  comments  disagreed  with  the 
petitioner’s  economic  arguments.  One 
comment  included  a  cost  analysis  which 
showed  the  potential  savings  to  be  a 
maximum  of  $59  million,  not  the  $106 
million  claimed  by  the  petitioner.  Other 
comments  pointed  out  that  there  would 
be  no  legally  enforceable  way  to  make 
manufacturers  pass  on  savings*  to  the 
consumer.  Some  comments  stated  that 
many  consumers  are  willing  to  pay  for 
the  minimal  extra  cost  of  net  weight 
labeling  on  Individual  packages.  Other 
comments  disagreed  with  the  petitioner's 
argument  alleging  marketing  difficulties 
due  to  “odd-cents  pricing”;  the  com¬ 
ments  pointed  out  that  candy  bar  prices 
of  12,  13.  17,  and  18  cents  are  common 
in  New  York  City.  A  few  of  these  com¬ 
ments  stated  that  if  manufacturers 
changed  their  prices  to  reflect  changes 
in  their  costs,  the  need  to  discard  candy 
bar  wrappers  outdated  from  continual 
fluctuations  of  net  weight  would  be 
eliminated. 

The  Commissioner  agrees  that  the 
maximum  potential  savings  may  be  less 
than  the  petitioner  estimated.  The  Com¬ 
missioner  recognizes  that  when  manu¬ 
facturers  are  granted  relief  from  require¬ 
ments  with  the  anticipation  that  savings 
will  be  passed  on  to  the  consumer,  some 
manufacturers  may  not  pass  on  all  of 
the  savings  to  the  consumer  since  there 
is  no  legal  requirement  that  this  be  done. 
The  Commissioner  also  notes  the  exist¬ 
ence  of  “odd-cents  pricing”  in  New  York 
City  and  the  potential  for  the  confec¬ 
tionery  industry  to  reflect  cost  changes 
in  price.  Having  reviewed  the  many  com¬ 
ments  received,  the  Commissioner  has 
concluded  that  the  desire  of  many  con¬ 
sumers  for  net  weight  labeling  on  the 
individual  packages  of  candy  bars  out¬ 
weighs  any  potential  benefits  of  cost  sav¬ 
ings  that  would  result  from  the  proposed 
exemption  regulation. 

20,  1976 


PROPOSED  RULES 


20689 


2.  Citing  what  were  considered  to  be 
deceptive  and  misleading  news  reports 
on  the  proposal,  the  petitioner  submitted 
a  comment  contending  that  due  to  such 
reports  some  persons  based  their  opposi¬ 
tion  to  the  proposal  on  inaccurate,  de¬ 
ceptive,  and  untruthful  information.  The 
petitioner  requested  that  PDA  “•  •  •  • 
consider  only  those  comments  which 
make  it  clear  that  the  individual  sub¬ 
mitting  the  comment  clearly  and  fairly 
understands  the  proposal  •••.*• 

The  Commissioner  has  reviewed  the 
newspaper  articles  and  editorials  sub¬ 
mitted  by  the  petitioner.  He  notes  that 
almost  all  the  articles  failed  to  explain 
the  proposed  alternate  quantity  of  con¬ 
tents  labeling  on  boxes  or  counter  cards. 
The  Commissioner  therefore  agrees  that 
the  failure  of  these  articles  to  explain 
the  proposed  alternate  labeling  is  a  sig¬ 
nificant  omission  of  fact  that  may  have 
unfairly  prejudiced  some  comments  on 
the  proposal.  The  Commissioner  has 
considered  all  the  comments  on  the  pro¬ 
posal,  and  each  comment  has  been 
evaluated  according  to  its  merits.  The 
Commissioner’s  decision  has  not  been  in¬ 
fluenced  by  those  comments  that  reflect 
a  misunderstanding  of  the  proposal. 

3.  Some  comments  favored  the  pro¬ 
posal,  stating  that  the  consumer  does 
not  need  net  weight  information  or  does 
not  care  about  net  weight  on  candy  bar 
labels.  Other  comments  stated  that 
children  do  not  look  at  net  weight 
declarations. 

The  Commissioner  notes  that  substan¬ 
tial  numbers  of  the  comments  in  oppo¬ 
sition  to  the  proposal,  many  of  which 
were  from  children,  did  express  concern 
that  proper  value  comparisons  would  not 
be  possible  if  the  net  weight  does  not  ap¬ 
pear  on  candy  labels. 

4.  A  few  comments  objected  to  the 
proposal  by  stating  that  there  are  other 
solutions  for  the  confectionery  indus¬ 
try’*  labeling  problems.  Some  comments 
suggested  that  labels  be  printed  with  the 
portion  of  the  label  that  contains  the 
net  weight  declaration  left  blank;  as 
needed,  the  net  weight  labels  could  be 
machine-stamped  quickly  and  inexpen¬ 
sively.  Other  comments  suggested  that 
outdated  wrappers  be  reconditioned  with 
adhesive  net  weight  labels.  Several  com¬ 
ments  contended  that  the  confectionery 
industry  could  reduce  its  losses  if  fewer 
wrappers  were  ordered  at  one  time  and  if 
the  orders  were  scheduled  more  properly. 

The  Commissioner  agrees  that  some  of 
these  alternatives  are  available  to  manu¬ 
facturers  and  would  permit  accurate  net 
weight  labeling  on  candy  without  caus¬ 
ing  excessive  waste  or  costs. 

5.  A  few  comments  suggested  that  the 
proposed  exemption  be  granted  on  a  tem¬ 
porary  basis. 

The  Commissioner  disagrees  with  this 
suggestion  since  the  consumer’s  desire 
for  net  weight  information  would  not  be 
satisfied  during  such  a  temporary  exemp¬ 
tion. 

6.  Some  comments  opposed  to  the  pro¬ 
posal  pointed  out  that  any  special  treat¬ 
ment  or  subsidy  given  to  this  industry 
would  set  a  bad  precedent  that  would 


enable  other  food  industries  to  be  con¬ 
sidered  for  similar  treatment. 

The  Commissioner  does  not  intend  to 
give  special  treatment  to  any  industry. 
In  deciding  whether  petitions  warrant 
publication  as  proposals,  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  evaluates  the  petition  on  the  basis 
of  merit  and  the  petitioner’s  supporting 
grounds.  In  ruling  on  proposals,  the  Com¬ 
missioner  again  considers  these  factors 
along  with  the  comments  received. 

7.  Some  comments  pointed  out  that 
candy  bar  fillings  can  be  inflated  with 
air  or  deceptively  shaped.  One  comment 
suggested  that  the  Ms  ounce  exemption 
for  confectionery  should  be  reduced. 
Another  favored  the  proposal  on  condi¬ 
tion  that  all  candy  bars  weigh  exactly 
1  ounce. 

The  Commissioner  advises  that  the 
proposal  was  not  intended  to  affect  the 
apparent  size  of  candy  bars,  the  amount 
of  air  that  a  manufacturer  could  include 
in  candy  for  fillings,  or  the  deception 
resulting  from  candy  bar  shapes.  Where 
such  factors  result  in  deception,  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act  regarding  deception  will 
apply.  A  reduction  in  the  size  of  confec¬ 
tionery  under  the  exemption  was  not 
within  the  scope  of  the  proposal.  Con¬ 
gress  has  given  FDA  no  statutory  author¬ 
ity  to  require  that  all  candy  bars  weigh 
exactly  1  ounce. 

8.  Many  comments  considered  counter 
card  and  box  labeling  impractical  or  in¬ 
effective  for  candy  bars.  Some  men¬ 
tioned  retail  practices  such  as  putting 
new  stock  on  top  of  old  stock,  display¬ 
ing  candy  In  bins  or  racks,  and  jamming 
boxes  together  on  the  shelves.  Other 
comments  pointed  out  that  the  proposed 
exemption  would  limit  merchandising 
methods  and  would  be  an  unfair  burden 
on  the  retailer. 

The  Commissioner  notes  that  con¬ 
sumer  deception  could  result,  given  ex¬ 
isting  retail  practices.  If  only  counter 
card  or  box  labeling  were  required  for 
candy  bars.  The  Commissioner  also  notes 
that  a  counter  card  or  box  labeling  ex¬ 
emption  for  candy  bars  would  limit  mer¬ 
chandising  methods  and  might  well  re¬ 
sult  in  an  unfair  burden  on  retailers. 

9.  A  few  comments  advised  that  the 
proposed  exemption  would  place  an  un¬ 
fair  burden  on  vending  machine  op¬ 
erators. 

The  Commissioner  notes  that  one 
candy-vending  machine  may  be  used  to 
dispense  many  different  bars  during  a 
given  period  of  time.  This  fact,  coupled 
with  the  frequent  weight  changes  of 
candy  bars,  might  well  result  in  even  the 
most  conscientious  vending  machine  op¬ 
erator  failing  to  keep  net  weight  display 
cards  accurate  and  in  place. 

10.  Some  comments  stated  that  many 
enforcement  problems  would  occur  with 
the  proposed  exemption.  One  comment 
stated  that  the  lack  of  enforcement  ac¬ 
tivity  by  FDA  for  minor  labeling  viola¬ 
tions  indicates  that  FDA  would  not  be 
apt  to  enforce  the  regulation.  Some  com¬ 
ments  stated  that  FDA  does  not  have 
enough  inspectors  to  ensure  adequate  en¬ 
forcement  of  such  labeling  requirements 


at  the  retail  level.  Recognizing  the  en¬ 
forcement  problems  <?f  FDA,  the  peti¬ 
tioner  suggested  that  all  reference  to 
counter  card  display  of  quantity  of  con¬ 
tents  labeling  be  deleted  from  the  exemp¬ 
tion.  The  petitioner  stated  that  "even 
with  the  manufacturer  providing  with 
each  shipment  the  necessary  counter 
cards,  they  might  not,  in  some  instances, 
be  properly  and  prominently  displayed.” 
The  petitioner  stated  that  no  such  prob¬ 
lem  would  occur  if  confectionary  items 
weighing  2  ounces  or  less  are  offered  for 
retail  sale  in  a  container  with  the  net 
weight  prominently  displayed  on  the 
container. 

The  Commissioner  acknowledges  that 
FDA  does  not  have  the  resources  to  en¬ 
sure  total  compliance  of  net  weight  dis¬ 
play,  as  proposed,  at  the  retail  level.  The 
Commissioner  concludes  that  although 
enforcement  of  the  proposed  regulation 
might  be  simplified  by  deletion  of  the 
provision  for  counter  cards,  the  unavail¬ 
ability  of  net  weight  declarations  on  in¬ 
dividual  wrappers  would  not  be  ade¬ 
quately  compensated  by  net  weight  dec¬ 
larations  on  display  containers  only. 

11.  A  few  comments  pointed  out  that 
State  or  local  officials  would  have  diffi¬ 
culties  evaluating  consumer  complaints 
for  short  weight  because,  due  to  frequent 
candy  weight  changes,  they  might  not  be 
able  to  coordinate  the  complainant’s 
product  with  the  appropriate  alternate 
labeling  on  the  retailer’s  counter  card  or 
box. 

The  Commissioner  agrees  that  State 
and  local  officials  might  encounter  en¬ 
forcement  difficulties  due  to  frequent 
weight  changes  of  candy  bars. 

12.  Many  comments  stated  that  the 
proposal  would  cause  more  consumer 
confusion  and  accidental  or  willful  de¬ 
ception.  Some  comments  stated  that  in 
many  cases  the  absence  of  net  weight  on 
individual  candy  bars  would  make  it  nec¬ 
essary  for  the  consumer  to  remember  or 
record  weights  from  the  counter  card  or 
box  labeling  to  make  value  comparisons 
or  for  later  use.  8ome  claimed  it  would 
be  difficult  to  teach  children  to  make 
value  comparisons  since  the  parents 
would  not  see  the  net  weight  declaration. 
Other  comments  suggested  that  It  would 
be  unsafe  for  insulin-dependent  dia¬ 
betics  or  people  on  low  carbohydrate  or 
calorie-restricted  diets. 

The  Commissioner  Is  persuaded  by 
these  comments  that  many  consumers  do 
place  significant  value  on  net  weight  In¬ 
formation  on  candy  bars  and  that  the 
proposed  regulation  would  result  In  prac¬ 
tices  that  consumers  do  not  consider  to 
be  In  their  best  Interest.  The  Commis¬ 
sioner  agrees  that  the  potential  for  con¬ 
sumer  deception  outweighs  any  potential 
savings  to  the  consumer  and  concludes 
that  the  regulation  ($  1.1c)  should  not 
be  amended  to  increase  the  weight  ex- 
exemptlon  for  confectionery  to  2  ounces. 

13.  A  few  comments  supported  dele¬ 
tion  of  the  term  “penny  candy”  for 
clarification  purposes. 

The  Commissioner  advises  that  the 
word  “penny”  does  not  refer  to  the  In¬ 
tended  retail  price  but  rather  to  a  class 
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of  confectionery  having  nominal  value 
and  weighing  less  than  Y2  ounce.  This 
class  of  confectionery  is  subject  to  re¬ 
tailing  practices  differing  substantially 
from  those  for  other  classes  of  confec¬ 
tionery,  particularly  candy  bars,  which 
were  of  concern  in  many  of  the  com¬ 
ments  submitted  in  response  to  the  pro¬ 
posal  Since  the  Commissioner  is  of  the 
opinion  that  the  concept  of  the  “penny 
candy”  class  of  confectionery  should  not 
be  removed  from  the  regulation,  the  pro¬ 
posed  deletion  of  the  words  “penny 
candy”  and  “other”  is  withdrawn. 

Therefore,  under  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (secs.  403,  701 
(a) ,  52  Stat.  1047-1048  as  amended,  1055 
(21  U.S.C.  343,  371(a)))  and  under  au¬ 
thority  delegated  to  him  (21  CFR  2.120), 
tho  Commissioner  hereby  denies  Na¬ 
tional  Confectioners  Association’s  peti¬ 
tion,  withdraws  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  to  S  l.lc(a)  (4)  (21  CFR  l.lc(a) 
(4) )  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
of  March  13,  1975  (40  FR  11731),  and 
terminates  the  rule  making  proceeding 
Initiated  by  that  proposal. 

Dated:  May  13, 1976. 

Sam  D.  Fine, 
Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 
[PR  Doc.76-14655  Piled  5-19-76:8:45  am] 

[21  CFR  Part  19] 

[Docket  No.  76P-0128] 

CHEESE,  PROCESSED  CHEESES,  CHEESE 
FOODS,  CHEESE  SPREADS  AND  RE¬ 
LATED  FOODS 

Italian  Cheeses;  Optional  Use  of  Safe  and 
Suitable  Antimycotics  and  Label  Declara¬ 
tion  of  Optional  Ingredients 

The  Food  and  Drug  Administration 
proposes  to  amend  the  standards  of 
Identity  for  certain  varieties  of  Italian 
cheeses  to  permit  the  addition  of  safe 
and  suitable  antimycotic  agents  during 
the  manufacturing  process,  and  to  re¬ 
quire  a  label  declaration  of  all  optional 
Ingredients.  The  proposal  affects  the 
standards  of  identity  for  the  following 
cheeses:  provolone,  caciocavallo siciliano, 
mozzarella,  and  low  moisture  mozzarella 
cheeses,  and  by  cross-reference,  part- 
skim  mozzarella  and  low  moisture  part- 
sklm  mozzarella.  Interested  persons  have 
until  July  19, 1976,  to  comment. 

The  National  Cheese  Institute,  Inc., 
110  North  Franklin  St.,  Chicago,  IL 
60606,  has  filed  a  petition  proposing  that 
the  standards  of  identity  for  provolone, 
caciocavallo  siciliano,  mozzarella,  and 
low  moisture  mozzarella  cheeses  be 
amended  to  provide  for  the  optional  ad¬ 
dition  of  safe  and  suitable  antimycotics 
to  the  cheeses  during  the  manufacturing 
process.  The  petition  and  supporting 
documents  are  on  file  in  the  office  of 
the  Hearing  Clerk,  Food  and  Drug  Ad¬ 
ministration.  The  grounds  given  by  the 
petitioner  in  support  of  the  proposed 
amendments  are  that  (1)  mold  growth 
on  the  cheese,  while  in  the  package, 
represents  an  economic  loss  and  a  poten¬ 
tial  health  hazard  to  the  consumer,  and 
(2)  the  addition  of  appropriate  anti¬ 


mycotics  during  the  manufacturing 
process  will  greatly  reduce  the  possi¬ 
bility  of  mold  growth  on  the  surface  of 
packaged  cheese. 

A  supporting  research  study  involving 
a  series  of  experiments  in  which  shred¬ 
ded,  sliced,  and  diced  low  moisture  part- 
skim  mozzarella  cheese  with  potassium 
sorbate  added  to  the  curd  were  tested  in¬ 
dicates  that  addition  of  the  antimycotic 
during  the  manufacturing  process  has  a 
beneficial  effect  on  the  keeping  quality 
of  packaged  cheeses.  Each  style  of  cheese 
was  packaged  in  different  quantities  in 
polyethylene,  and  incubated  at  40°  F  and 
50*  F  under  varying  circumstances.  All 
packages  were  visually  examined  for 
fungal  growth  at  weekly  intervals  and 
some  packages  were  examined  period¬ 
ically  for  flavor  changes.  The  results  of 
the  experiments  indicate  that  potassium 
sorbate  used  in  concentrations  up  to  half 
the  current  limit  of  0.3  percent  by  weight 
is  effective  in  assuring  at  least  a  2 -week 
shelf  life  at  40°  F  in  an  unopened  pack¬ 
age,  when  combined  with  effective  pack¬ 
aging,  sanitary  procedures,  and  good 
manufacturing  practice.  As  the  concen¬ 
tration  of  the  sorbate  increases,  the 
length  of  the  fungus-free  shelf  life  would 
be  increased.  However,  either  poor  man¬ 
ufacturing  practices  or  storage  temper¬ 
atures  of  50°  F  or  above  will  have  an  ad¬ 
verse  effect  on  shelf  life. 

The  Commissioner  believes  that  the 
petition  and  the  supporting  research 
study  establish  reasonable  grounds  to 
publish  the  proposed  amendment. 

The  type  of  cheeses  Included  in  this 
proposal  are  pasta  filata  (pulled  curd) 
type  cheeses.  The  manufacturing  pro¬ 
cedure  (make  process)  for  these  types  of 
cheeses  is  similar  to  that  for  other  nat¬ 
ural  cheeses  (e.g.,  21  CFR  19.500(b) )  up 
to  the  matting  and  cutting  of  the  curd. 
At  this  point,  the  curd  of  pasta  filata 
cheeses  is  immersed  in  hot  water,  steam, 
or  hot  whey  and  kneaded  and  stretched 
until  it  is  smooth  and  free  from  lumps, 
after  which  it  is  cut  or  molded  into 
shapes  of  varying  size.  This  pulling  and 
stretching  action,  which  is  unique  to 
pasta  filata  cheeses,  facilitates  the  use 
and  even  distribution  of  an  antimycotic 
agent  in  the  cheese  curd. 

At  present,  specific  antimycotic  agents 
are  allowed  in  a  maximum  amount  of  0.3 
percent  by  weight  on  the  surfaces  of  cuts 
and  slices  of  provolone  (21  CFR  19.590) , 
caciocavallo  siciliano  (21  CFR  19.591), 
and  low  moisture  mozzarella  (21  CFR 
19.605)  cheese  in  consumer-sized  pack¬ 
ages.  The  antimycotic  agents  are  usually 
applied  to  the  cheese  either  as  a  coating 
on  the  interior  of  the  wrapper  or  by 
dipping  or  spraying  the  cheese.  The 
standard  of  identity  for  mozzarella 
cheese  (21  CFR  19.600)  does  not  provide 
for  the  optional  use  of  antimycotic 
agents. 

The  cheeses  included  in  the  proposal 
are  most  often  sold  In  cut,  sliced, 
shredded,  and  diced  forms.  These  smaller 
cuts  have  a  proportionately  larger  sur¬ 
face  area  exposed  to  air,  and  thus  pro¬ 
vide  favorable  conditions  for  fungal,  es¬ 
pecially  mold,  growth.  Furthermore,  it 
is  not  possible  or  practical  to  eliminate 
microorganisms  from  the  packaging  en¬ 


vironment,  in  spite  of  the  sanitary  and 
good  manufacturing  precautions  taken. 
An  antimycotic  agent,  such  as  sorbic 
acid,  functions  to  suppress  the  growth 
of  small  numbers  of  unavoidable  miro- 
organisms,  but,  used  in  a  safe  and  suit¬ 
able  amount,  is  incapable  of  controlling 
the  large  number  of  microorganisms  in¬ 
dicative  of  bad  manufacturing  practices. 

The  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs 
is  proposing  to  amend  the  standards  to 
permit  the  use  of  any  safe  and  suitable 
antimycotic  agent  and  to  delete  the  pro¬ 
visions  that  limit  the  specific  agents  and 
amounts  that  may  be  used.  The  existing 
restrictions  are  unnecessary  to  assure  the 
safety  of  the  food,  because  the  ingredi¬ 
ents  can  only  be  used  if  they  are  “safe 
and  suitable”  as  defined  in  §  1.10  (21 
CFR  1.10). 

To  further  the  policy  set  forth  in  §  3.88 
(21  CFR  3.88) ,  the  Commissioner,  on  his 
initiative,  proposes  to  amend  the  stand¬ 
ards  of  identity  for  these  four  cheeses  to 
require  ingredient  labeling  of  optional 
ingredients  in  accordance  with  Part  1 
(21  CFR  Part  1) .  All  ingredients  in  these 
cheeses,  with  the  exception  of  salt  in 
provolone  (21  CFR  19.590)  and  cacio¬ 
cavallo  siciliano  (21  CFR  19.591) ,  are  op¬ 
tional.  i.e.,  while  cheese  must  contain 
milk,  the  manufacturer  has  the  option 
of  choosing  the  type  of  milk  or  milk  in¬ 
gredient  he  prefers,  such  as  whole  milk, 
whole  milk  and  skim  milk  combined,  etc. 
The  Commissioner  advises  that  benzoyl 
peroxide  used  to  bleach  milk  from  which 
cheese  is  made  is  an  optional  ingredient 
and  must  be  declared  in  the  ingredient 
statement  of  the  cheese  either  as  “ben¬ 
zoyl  peroxide”  or  “milk  bleached  with 
benzoyl  peroxide.” 

As  set  forth  in  §  3.88,  the  Commissioner 
has  determined  that  “There  is  significant 
consumer  interest  that  the  labels  of 
standardized  foods  bear  complete  infor¬ 
mation  of  the  ingredients  contained  in 
the  food”  and  accordingly,  “The  Food 
and  Drug  Administration  intends  to 
amend  the  definitions  and  standards  of 
identity  of  food  by  setting  into  motion 
as  rapidly  as  possible  the  provisions  of 
section  401  of  the  act  to  require  label  dec¬ 
laration  of  all  optional  ingredients  with 
the  exception  of  optional  spices,  flavor¬ 
ing,  and  colorings  which  may  continue 
to  be  designated  as  such  without  specific 
ingredient  declaration.”  Section  403<k) 
of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (21  U.S.C.  343(k))  specifically  ex¬ 
empts  cheese  from  any  label  declaration 
of  optional  artificial  coloring.  Salt,  a 
mandatory  ingredient  in  two  of  the 
cheeses,  provolone  and  caciocavallo  sicil¬ 
iano,  is  also  exempt  from  the  require¬ 
ment  that  ingredients  be  declared  in  the 
ingredient  statement.  However,  to  pro¬ 
mote  honesty  and  fair  dealing  in  the  in¬ 
terest  of  consumers,  the  Commissioner 
urges  that  manufacturers  declare  the 
presence  of  these  ingredients. 

The  Commissioner  proposes  that,  ex¬ 
cept  as  to  any  provisions  that  may  be 
stayed  by  the  filing  of  proper  objections, 
all  products  initially  introduced  into  In¬ 
terstate  commerce  on  or  after  January  1, 
1978  shall  comply  with  the  final 
regulation. 
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The  Commissioner  has  considered  the 
environmental  effects  of  the  issuance  or 
amendment  of  food  standards  and  has 
concluded  in  §  6.1(d)  (4)  (21  CFR  6.1(d) 
(4) )  that  food  standards  are  not  major 
agency  actions  significantly  affecting  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment. 
Therefore,  an  environmental  impact 
statement  is  not  required  for  this  amend¬ 
ment.  The  Commissioner  has  also  con¬ 
sidered  the  inflation  impact  of  this  pro¬ 
posed  regulation  and  has  found  that  the 
proposal,  if  adopted,  would  not  cause  a 
major  inflation  impact  as  defined  in  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  11821,  OMB  Circular  A- 
107,  and  Guidelines  issued  by  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Health,'  Education,  and  Welfare. 
Copies  of  the  FDA  inflation  impact  as¬ 
sessment  are  on  file  with  the  Hearing 
Clerk,  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 

Therefore,  under  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (secs.  401,  701 
(e),  52  Stat.  1046  as  amended,  70  Stat. 
919  as  amended  (21  U.S.C.  341,  371(e))) 
and  under  authority  delegated  to  the 
Commissioner  (21  CFR  2.120),  it  is  pro¬ 
posed  that  Part  19  be  amended  in 
§§  19.590,  19.591,  19.600,  and  19.605  as 
follows: 

1.  In  8  19.590  by  revising  paragraphs 

(d)  and  (e)  and  by  adding  new  para¬ 
graph  (f)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  10.590  Provolone  chceze,  paxta  filata 
cheese;  identity;  label  statement  of 
optional  ingredient*. 

•  •  *  •  • 

(d)  Safe  and  suitable  antimycotic 
agent (s)  may  be  added  to  the  cheese 
during  the  make  process  or  applied  to 
the  surface  of  cut,  sliced,  diced  and/or 
shredded  forms. 

(e)  The  name  “provolone  cheese*’ 
(“pasta  filata  cheese”)  may  Include  the 
common  name  of  the  shape  of  the  cheese, 
such  as  “salami  provolone.”  If  provolone 
cheese  is  not  smoked,  the  name  includes 
the  words  “not  smoked.”  If  a  clear  aque¬ 
ous  solution  prepared  by  condensing  or 
precipitating  wood  smoke  in  water  is 
added  to  the  provolone  cheese,  the  name 
is  immediately  followed  by  the  words 
“with  added  smoke  flavoring"  with  all 
words  in  this  phrase  of  the  same  type 
size,  style,  and  color  without  intervening 
written,  printed,  or  graphic  matter. 

(f)  Label  declaration  of  optional  in¬ 
gredients:  Each  of  the  optional  ingredi¬ 
ents  used  in  the  food  shall  be  declared  on 
the  label  as  required  by  the  applicable 
sections  of  Part  1  of  this  chapter. 

2.  In  8  19.591  by  revising  paragraphs 

(d)  and  (e)  and  by  adding  new  para¬ 
graph  (f)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  19.591  Caciocavallo  siciliano  cheese; 
identity;  label  statement  of  optional 
ingredients. 

•  *  •  «  t 

(d)  Safe  and  suitable  antimycotic 
agent(s)  may  be  added  to  the  cheese 


during  the  make  process  or  applied  to 
the  surface  of  cut,  sliced,  diced,  and/or 
shredded  forms. 

(e)  When  caciocavallo  siciliano  cheese 
is  made  solely  from  cow’s  milk,  the  name 
of  such  cheese  is  “Caciocavallo  siciliano 
cheese.”  When  made  from  sheep’s  milk 
or  goat’s  milk  or  mixtures  of  these,  or 
one  or  both  of  these  with  cow’s  milk,  the 
name  is  followed  by  the  words  “made 

from _ ,’’  the  blank  being  filled  in 

with  the  name  or  names  of  the  milks 
used,  in  order  of  predominance  by  weight. 

(f)  Label  declaration  of  optional  in¬ 
gredients:  Each  of  the  optional  ingredi¬ 
ents  used  in  the  food  shall  be  declared  on 
the  label  as  required  by  the  applicable 
sections  of  Part  1  of  this  chapter. 

3.  In  8  19.600  by  adding  “label  state¬ 
ment  of  ingredients”  to  the  section  head¬ 
ing  and  by  adding  new  paragraphs  (d), 

(e),  and  (f)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  19.600  Mozzarella  cheese,  sramor/a 
cheese;  identity;  label  statement  of 
ingredient*. 

*  #  •  •  # 

(d)  Safe  and  suitable  antimycotic 
agent(s)  may  be  added  to  the  cheese 
during  the  make  process  or  applied  to 
the  surface  of  cut,  sliced,  diced,  and/or 
shredded  forms. 

(e)  Nomenclature:  The  name  of  the 
food  is  “mozzarella  cheese”  or  alterna¬ 
tively  “scamorza  cheese”. 

(f)  Label  declaration  of  ingredients: 
Each  of  the  ingredients  used  in  the  food 
shall  be  declared  on  the  label  as  re¬ 
quired  by  applicable  sections  of  Part  1 
of  this  chapter. 

4.  In  §  19.605  by  deleting  “optional” 
from  the  section  heading,  revising  para¬ 
graphs  (d)  and  (e) ,  and  adding  new  par¬ 
agraph  (f )  to  read  as  follows: 

§  19.605  Low  moisture  mozzarella 
cheese,  low  moisture  scamorza 
cheese;  identity;  label  statement  of 
ingredients. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(d)  Safe  and  suitable  antimycotic 
agent  (s)  may  be  added  to  the  cheese  dur¬ 
ing  the  make  process  or  applied  to  the 
surface  of  cut,  sliced,  diced,  and/or 
shredded  forms. 

(e)  Nomenclature:  The  name  of  the 
food  is  “low  moisture  mozzarella  cheese” 
or  alternatively,  “low  moisture  scamorza 
cheese”. 

(f)  Label  declaration  of  ingredients: 
Each  of  the  ingredients  used  in  the  food 
shall  be  declared  on  the  label  as  required 
by  applicable  sections  of  Part  1  of  this 
chapter. 

Interested  persons  may,  on  or  before 
July  19.  1976,  submit  to  the  Hearing 
Clerk,  Food  and  Drug  Administration, 
Rm.  4-65,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville. 
1£D  20852,  written  comments  (preferably 
in  qulntuplicate  and  identified  with  the 
Hearing  Clerk  docket  number  found  in 


brackets  in  the  heading  of  this  docu¬ 
ment)  regarding  this  proposal.  Received 
comments  may  be  seen  in  the  above  office 
during  working  hours,  Monday  through 
Friday. 

Dated:  May  11, 1976. 

Howard  R.  Roberts, 

Acting  Director, 
Bureau  of  Foods. 

[FR  Doc. 76-14666  Filed  6-19-76:8:45  ami 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

Federal  Insurance  Administration 
[  24  CFR  Part  1917  ] 

[Docket  No.  FI-11291 

APPEALS  FROM  FLOOD  ELEVATION 
DETERMINATION  AND  JUDICIAL  REVIEW 

Proposed  Flood  Elevation  Determinations 
for  the  City  of  Fairhope,  Alabama 

The  Federal  Insurance  Administrator, 
in  accordance  with  Section  110  of  the 
Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of  1973 
(P.L.  93-234),  87  Stat.  980,  which  added 
Section  1363  to  the  National  Flood  In¬ 
surance  Act  of  1968  (Title  XIII  of  the 
Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of 
1968  Pi.  90-448),  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128, 
and  24  CFR  Part  1917  (Section  1917.4 
(a) ) ,  hereby  gives  notice  of  his  proposed 
determinations  of  flood  elevations  for  the 
City  of  Fairhope,  Alabama. 

Under  these  Acts,  the  Administrator, 
to  whom  the  Secretary  has  delegated  the 
statutory  authority,  must  develop  cri¬ 
teria  for  flood  plain  management  in 
identified  flood  hazard  areas.  In  order  to 
participate  in  the  National  Flood  Insur¬ 
ance  Program,  the  City  of  Fairhope  must 
adopt  flood  plain  management  measures 
that  are  consistent  with  the  flood  eleva¬ 
tions  determined  by  the  Secretary. 

Proposed  flood  elevations  (100-year 
flood)  are  listed  below  for  selected  lo¬ 
cations.  Maps  and  other  Information 
showing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the 
flood-prone  areas  and  the  proposed  flood 
elevations  are  available  for  review  at 
City  Hall,  Fairhope,  Alabama  36532. 

Any  person  having  knowledge,  infor¬ 
mation,  or  wishing  to  make  a  comment 
on  these  determinations  should  immedi¬ 
ately  notify  Mayor  James  P.  Nix,  P.O. 
Drawer  429,  Fairhope,  Alabama  36532. 
The  period  for  comment  will  be  ninety 
days  following  the  second  publication  of 
this  notice  in  a  newspaper  of  local  circu¬ 
lation  in  the  above-named  community  or 
ninety  days  from  the  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register  (August 
18,  1976),  whichever  is  the  later. 

The  proposed  100-year  Flood  Eleva¬ 
tions  are: 
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Source  of  flooding 

Location 

Elevation 
in  feet 
above  mean 
sea  level  - 

Width  from  shoreline  or  bank  of 
stream  (faring  downstream)  to 
100-yr  flood  boundary  (feet) 

Right 

Left 

Big  Mouth  Gully . 

U.8.98 . 

.  37 

50 

100 

Bancroft  St . 

160 

120 

Fairbope  Ave . 

.  83 

40 

40 

Cow  pen  Creek . 

Middle  St . 

.  118 

100 

140 

Tributary  to  Cowpeu 

Fairbope  Ave . 

180 

130 

Creek. 

Tributary  to  Fly 

Alabama  1(M . . . 

........  84 

50 

60 

Creek. 

Stack  Gully . . 

.  21 

50 

40 

P) 

Tatumville  Gully . 

.  22 

60 

Dirt  road... . 

.  47 

60 

(') 

Section  St . 

.  55 

100 

P) 

Middle  Ave . 

.  76 

90 

150 

Nichols  Ave . 

.  92 

100 

100 

Unnamed  creek _ 

.  U.8.98 _  _ 

.  34 

190 

70 

Bonsecour  Ave . 

.  54 

70 

80 

Myrtle  Ave . 

.  72 

50 

80 

1  To  corporate  limits. 


(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title  XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development 
Act  of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (  33  FR  17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended; 
42  U.S.C.  4001-4128;  and  Secretary’s  delegation  of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Adminis¬ 
trator  34  FR  2680,  February  27,  1969,  as  amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24,  1974.) 


Issued:  April  28, 1976. 


Howard  B.  Clark, 
Acting  Federal  Insurance 
Administrator. 


(FR  Doc.76-14604  Filed  5-19-76;8:45  am] 


[  24  CFR  Part  1917] 

[Docket  No.  FI-1128] 

APPEALS  FROM  FLOOD  ELEVATION 
DETERMINATION  AND  JUDICIAL  REVIEW 

Proposed  Flood  Elevation  Determinations 
for  the  City  of  Fort  Walton  each,  Florida 

The  Federal  Insurance  Administrator, 
In  accordance  with  Section  110  of  the 
Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of  1973 
(PL.  93-234),  87  Stat.  980,  which  added 
Section  1363  to  the  National  Flood  Insur¬ 
ance  Act  of  1968  (Title  XIII  of  the  Hous¬ 
ing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of  1968 
PJL  90-448) ,  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128,  and  24 
CFR  Part  1917  (Section  1917.4(a) ) .  here¬ 
by  gives  notice  of  his  proposed  deter¬ 
minations  of  flood  elevations  for  the  City 
of  Fort  Walton  Beach,  Florida. 

Under  these  Acts,  the  Administrator, 
to  whom  the  Secretary  has  delegated  the 
statutory  authority,  must  develop  crite¬ 
ria  for  flood  plain  management  in  iden¬ 
tified  flood  hazard  areas,  In  order  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  National  Flood  Insurance 


Program,  the  City  of  Fort  Walton  Beach 
must  adopt  hood  plain  management 
measures  that  are  consistent  with  the 
flood  elevations  determined  by  the  Sec¬ 
retary. 

Proposed  flood  elevations  (100 -year 
flood)  are  listed  below  for  selected  loca¬ 
tions.  Maps  and  other  information  show¬ 
ing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the  flood- 
prone  areas  and  the  proposed  flood  eleva¬ 
tions  are  available  for  review  at  City  Hall, 
Fort  Walton  Beach,  Florida  32548. 

Any  person  having  knowledge,  infor¬ 
mation,  or  wishing  to  make  a  comment 
on  these  determinations  should  imme¬ 
diately  notify  Mayor  H.  Gene  Smith,  P.O. 
Box  1449,  Fort  Walton  Beach,  Florida 
32548.  The  period  for  comment  will  be 
ninety  days  following  the  second  publica¬ 
tion  of  this  notice  in  a  newspaper  of  local 
circulation  in  the  above-named  commu¬ 
nity  or  ninety  days  from  the  publication 
of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register 
(August  18, 1976) ,  whichever  is  the  later. 

The  proposed  100-year  Flood  Eleva¬ 
tions  are: 


Source  of  flooding  Location 


Elevation  Width  from  shoreline  or  bank  of 
in  feet  stream  (facing  downstream)  to 
above  mean  100-yr  flood  boundary  (feet) 
sea  level 


Santa  Rosa  8ound .  Robin  wood  Dr..... .  7  Street  section  between  points 

460  ft  and  V00  ft  south  of  inter- 
—  section  with  Hollywood  Blvd. 

Cboctawhatcbee  Bay..  Ferry  Rd . .  8  Street  section  between  points 

450  ft  west  and  280  ft  east  of 
the  interestion  with  Hughes  St., 

_  respectively. 

Bay  Dr.. .  8  Entire  street  south  of  the  point 

80  ft  north  of  the  intersection 
with  Brooks  St. 


(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title  xm  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development 
Act  of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (  33  FR  17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended; 
42  D8.C.  4001-4128;  and  Secretary’s  delegation  of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Adminis¬ 
trator  34  FR  2680,  February  27,  1969,  as  amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24,  1974.) 


Issued:  April  28, 1976. 


Howard  B.  Clark, 
Acting  Federal  Insurance 
Administrator. 


[FR  Doc.76-14506  Filed  6-19-76:8:46  am) 
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[  24  CFR  Part  1917] 

[Docket  No.  PI-11271 

APPEALS  FROM  FLOOD  ELEVATION 
DETERMINATION  AND  JUDICIAL  REVIEW 

Proposed  Flood  Elevation  Determinations 
for  the  City  of  Jacksonville  Beach,  Florida 

The  Federal  Insurance  Administrator, 
in  accordance  with  Section  110  of  the 
Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of  1973 
(PJj.  93-234) ,  84  Stat.  980,  which  added 
Section  1363  to  the  National  Flood  In¬ 
surance  Act  of  1968  (Title  XIII  of  the 
Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of 
1968,  PI.  90-448),  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128, 
and  24  CFR  Part  1917  (Section  1917.4 
(a) ),  hereby  gives  notice  of  his  proposed 
determinations  of  flood  elevations  for  the 
City  of  Jacksonville  Beach. 

Under  these  Acts,  the  Administrator, 
to  whom  the  Secretary  has  delegated  the 
statutory  authority,  must  develop  cri¬ 
teria  for  flood  plain  management  in  iden¬ 
tified  flood  hazard  areas.  In  order  to 
participate  in  the  National  Flood  Insur¬ 
ance  Program,  the  City  of  Jacksonville 


Beach  must  adopt  flood  plain  manage¬ 
ment  measures  that  are  consistent  with 
the  flood  elevations  determined  by  the 
Secretary. 

Proposed  flood  elevations  (100-year 
flood)  are  listed  below  for  selected  loca¬ 
tions.  Maps  and  other  information  show¬ 
ing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the  flood - 
prone  areas  and  the  proposed  flood  ele¬ 
vations  are  available  for  review  at  City 
Hall,  11  North  Third  Street,  Jackson¬ 
ville  Beach,  Florida  32250. 

Any  person  having  knowledge,  infor¬ 
mation,  or  wishing  to  make  a  comment 
on  these  determinations  should  imme¬ 
diately  notify  Mayor  Guy  R.  Craig.  City 
Hall,  11  North  Third  Street,  Jackson¬ 
ville  Beach,  Florida  32250.  The  period  for 
comment  will  be  ninety  days  following 
the  second  publication  of  this  notice  in 
a  newspaper  of  local  circulation  in  the 
above-named  community  or  ninety  days 
from  the  publication  of  this  notice  in 
the  Federal  Register  (August  18,  1976), 
whichever  is  the  later. 

The  proposed  100-year  Flood  Eleva¬ 
tions  are: 


Elevation 

Source  of  flooding  Location  infect  Width  (approximate  width  hi  feet 

above  mean  of  the  boundary  of  the  100-yr  flood) 
sea  level 


Atlantic  Ocean.  25th  Ave.  South. .  9  From  State  Road  203  to  1st  8t. 

loth  Ave.  South .  9  From  5-10  ft  west  of  State  Road  208 

to  520  ft  cast  of  State  Road  203. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Aot  of  1868  (Title  XIII  of  Mousing  and  Urban  Development 
Act  of  1868),  effective  Januarv  28,  1868  (33  FR  17804,  November  28,  1868),  as  amended; 
42  U.S.C.  4001-4128;  and  Secretary's  delegation  of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Adminis¬ 
trator  34  FR  2680,  February  27,  1969,  as  amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24,  1974.) 


Issued:  April  28, 1976. 


Howard  B.  Clark, 
Acting  Federal  Insurance 
Administrator. 


(FR  Doc.76-14506  FUed  5-19-76:8:46  am] 


[  24  CFR  Part  1917  ] 

[Docket  No.  FI-1126] 

appeals  from  flood  elevation 

DETERMINATION  AND  JUDICIAL  REVIEW 

Proposed  Flood  Elevation  Determinations 
for  the  City  of  Lynn  Haven,  Florida 

The  Federal  Insurance  Administrator, 
in  accordance  with  Section  110  of  the 
Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of  1973 
(Pi.  93-234) ,  87  Stat.  980,  which  added 
Section  1363  to  the  National  Flood  In¬ 
surance  Act  of  1968  (Title  XHI  of  the 
Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of 
1968  Pi.  90-448),  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128, 
and  24  CFR  Part  1917  (Section  1917.4 
(a) ),  hereby  gives  notice  of  his  proposed 
determinations  of  flood  elevations  for  the 
City  of  Lynn  Haven,  Florida. 

Under  these  Acts,  the  Administrator, 
to  whom  the  Secretary  has  delegated  the 
statutory  authority,  must  develop  cri¬ 
teria  for  flood  plain  management  in  iden¬ 
tified  flood  hazard  areas.  In  order  to 
participate  in  the  National  Flood  Insur¬ 
ance  Program,  the  City  must  adopt  flood 


plain  management  measures  that  are 
consistent  with  the  flood  elevations  de¬ 
termined  by  the  Secretary. 

Proposed  flood  elevations  (100 -year 
flood)  are  listed  below  for  selected  loca¬ 
tions.  Maps  and  other  information  show¬ 
ing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the  flood- 
prone  areas  and  the  proposed  flood  ele¬ 
vations  are  available  for  review  at  City 
Hall,  825  Ohio  Avenue,  Lynn  Haven, 
Florida  32444. 

Any  person  having  knowledge,  infor¬ 
mation.  or  wishing  to  make  a  comment 
on  these  determinations  should  imme¬ 
diately  notify  Mayor  Montel  Johnson, 
City  Hall,  825  Ohio  Avenue,  Lynn  Haven, 
Florida  32444.  The  period  for  comment 
will  be  ninety  days  following  the  second 
publication  of  this  notice  in  a  news¬ 
paper  of  local  circulation  in  the  above- 
named  community  or  ninety  days  from 
the  publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  (August  18,  1976),  which¬ 
ever  is  the  later. 

The  proposed  100-year  Flood  Eleva¬ 
tions  are: 


20693 
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PROPOSED  RULES 


Elevation  Width  from  shoreline  or  bank  of 
in  feet  stream  (facing  downstream)  to 
above  mean  100- yr  flood  boundary  (feet) 

■•a  level 


8t  Andrew  Bay . Vermont  Awe . . . .  •  Entire  street  north  of  the  point 

SO  ft  north  of  the  intersection 
with  18th  St. 

tth  8t - - - -  8  Entire  street  west  of  the  Inter¬ 

section  with  Virginia  Ave. 

Minnesota  Ave . . .  8  Entire  street  north  of  the  point 

130  ft  north  of  the  Intersection 

with  4th  Su 

■  (National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title  xm  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development 
Act  of  1968).  effective  January  28,  1969  (  33  FR  17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended; 
42  UJS.C.  4001-4128;  and  Secretary's  delegation  of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Adminis¬ 
trator  34  FR  2680,  February  27,  1969,  as  amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24,  1974.) 


Varment  Ave. 


Minnesota  Ave. . 


Issued :  April  28, 1976. 


Howard  B.  Clark, 
Acting  Federal  Insurance 
Administrator. 

I  FR  Doc.76-14507  Filed  6-19-76:8:45  am] 


[  24  CFR  Part  1917  ] 

| Docket  No.  FI-1125] 

APPEALS  FROM  FLOOD  ELEVATION 
DETERMINATION  AND  JUDICIAL  REV!EW 

Proposed  Flood  Elevation  Determinations 
for  the  City  of  Panama  City,  Florida 

The  Federal  Insurance  Administrator, 
in  accordance  with  Section  110  of  the 
Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of  1973 
(PI.  93-234),  87  Stat.  980,  which  added 
Section  1363  to  the  National  Flood  In¬ 
surance  Act  of  1968  (Title  XIII  of  the 
Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of 
1968  P.L.  90-448),  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128, 
and  24  CFR  Part  1917  (Section  1917.4 
(a) ),  hereby  gives  notice  of  his  proposed 
determinations  of  flood  elevations  for 
the  City  of  Panama  City,  Florida. 

Under  these  Acts,  the  Administrator, 
to  whom  the  Secretary  has  delegated  the 
statutory  authority,  must  develop  cri¬ 
teria  for  flood  plain  management  in 
identified  flood  hazard  areas.  In  order  to 
participate  in  the  National  Flood  Insur¬ 


Sourct  of  flooding 


ance  Program,  the  City  must  adopt  flood 
plain  management  measures  that  are 
consistent  with  the  flood  elevations  de¬ 
termined  by  the  Secretary. 

Proposed  flood  elevations  (100-year 
flood)  are  listed  below  for  selected  loca¬ 
tions.  Maps  and  other  information  show¬ 
ing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the  flood- 
prone  areas  and  the  proposed  flood 
elevations  are  available  for  review  at 
City  Hall,  Panama  City,  Florida  32401. 

Any  person  having  knowledge,  infor¬ 
mation,  or  wishing  to  make  a  comment 
on  these  determinations  should  Immedi¬ 
ately  notify  Mayor  M.  B.  Miller,  P.O. 
Box  1880,  Panama  City,  Florida  32401. 
The  period  for  comment  will  be  ninety 
days  following  the  second  publication  of 
this  notice  in  a  newspaper  of  local  circu¬ 
lation  In  the  above-named  community 
or  ninety  days  from  the  publication  of 
this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register  (Au¬ 
gust  18, 1976) ,  whichever  is  the  later. 

The  proposed  100-year  Flood  Eleva¬ 
tions  are: 


Elevation  Width  from  shoreline  or  bank  of 
in  feet  stream  (facing  downstream)  to 
above  mean  100-yr  flood  boundary  (feet) 

aea  level 


North  Bay. . Tuscany  Rd. . 


Watson  Bayou. 


Tyndall  Dr. 


8t.  Andrew  Bay. 


9  Entire  road  west  of  the  point  80  ft 
west  of  intersection  with  Napoli 
Rd. 

9  Entire  street  between  22d  St.  and 

Atlanta  and  8t.  Andrew’s  Bay 
RR. 

8  Entire  street  between  points  630  it 

east  of  Bonita  Ave.  intersection 
and  200  ft  west  o t  Harris  Ave. 
intersection. 

•  Entire  street  between  3d  Bt.  and 
Circle  Dr. 

9  Entire  street  west  from  the  point 

270  ft  west  of  Intersection  with 
Chestnut  Ave. 

8  Entire  street  south  of  the  point  400 
ft  south  of  the  intersection  with 
9th  St. 


(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title  xm  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development 
Act  of  1968),  effective  January  38,  I960  <33  FR  17804.  November  28.  1968),  as  amended; 
42  U3.C.  4001-4128;  and  Secretary’s  delegation  of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Adminis¬ 
trator  34  FR  2680,  February  27,  1969,  as  amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  34,  1974.) 


Issued:  April  28, 1976. 


Howard  B.  Clark, 
Acting  Federal  Insurance 
Administrator. 

]FR  Doc.76-14508  Filed  6-19-76;8:45  am] 
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[  24  CFR  Part  1917] 

[Docket  No.  FI-11241 

APPEALS  FROM  FLOOD  ELEVATION 
DETERMINATION  AND  JUDICIAL  REVIEW 

Proposed  Flood  Elevation  Determinations 
for  the  City  of  Panama  City  Beach,  Florida 

The  Federal  Insurance  Administrator, 
in  accordance  with  Section  110  of  the 
Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of  1973 
(P.L.  93-234),  87  Stat.  980,  which  added 
Section  1363  to  the  National  Flood  In¬ 
surance  Act  of  1968  (Title  Xm  of  the 
Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of 
1968  P.L.  90-448),  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128, 
and  24  CFR  Part  1917  (Section  1917.4 
(a) ),  hereby  gives  notice  of  his  proposed 
determinations  of  flood  elevations  for 
the  City  of  Panama  City  Beach,  Florida. 

Under  these  Acts,  the  Administrator, 
to  whom  the  Secretary  has  delegated  the 
statutory  authority,  must  develop  cri¬ 
teria  for  flood  plain  management  in 
identified  flood  hazard  areas.  In  order  to 
participate  in  the  National  Flood  Insur¬ 
ance  Program,  the  City  of  Panama  City 


Beach  must  adopt  flood  plain  manage¬ 
ment  measures  that  are  consistent  with 
the  flood  elevations  determined  by  the 
Secretary. 

Proposed  flood  elevations  (100-year 
flood)  are  listed  below  for  selected  loca¬ 
tions.  Maps  and  other  information  show¬ 
ing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the  flood- 
prone  areas  and  the  proposed  jSood 
elevations  are  available  for  review  at 
City  Hall,  110  South  Highway  79,  Pan¬ 
ama  City  Beach,  Florida  32401. 

Any  person  having  knowledge,  infor¬ 
mation,  or  wishing  to  make  a  comment 
on  these  determinations  should  immedi¬ 
ately  notify  Mayor  Dan  Russell,  City 
Hall.  110  S.  Highway  79,  Panama  City 
Beach,  Florida  32401.  The  period  for 
comment  will  be  ninety  days  following 
the  second  publication  of  this  notice  in  a 
newspaper  of  local  circulation  in  the 
above-named  community  or  ninety  days 
from  the  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register  (August  18,  1976), 
whichever  is  the  later. 

The  proposed  100-year  Flood  Eleva¬ 
tions  are: 


Source  of  flooding  location 


Elevation  Width  from  shoreline  or  bank  ot 
in  feet  stream  (facing  downstream)  to 
above  mean  100-yr  flood  boundary  (fret) 
sea  level 


Gulf  of  Mexico . 3d  St . . .  10  Entire  street  seaward  of  the  point 

.  l.r>0  ft  south  of  juuetion  with  U.S . 

98. 

l<akeVu>wl>r .  10  Entire  street  north  400 ft  from  jiinfr. 

tion  with  U.S.  98. 

Georgia  Ave .  10  Entire  street  seaward  of  the  point 

l’O  ft  south  of  junction  with  U.S. 
98. 

Grand  Lagoon.. . State  Highway  392 .  8  Highway  section  950  ft  north  of 

junction  with  2d  St. 


(National  Flood  Insurance  Aot  ot  1968  (Title  XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development 
Act  of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (  33  FR  17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended: 
42  U.8.C.  4001-4128;  and  Secretary’s  delegation  of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Adminis¬ 
trator  34  FR  2680,  February  27,  1969,  as  amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24,  1974.) 


Issued:  April  28, 1976. 


Howard  B.  Clark, 
Acting  Federal  Insurance 
Administrator. 


|  FR  Doc  76  t4509  Filed  5-19  76:8:45  am] 


[24  CFR  Part  1917] 

[Docket  No.  FI-1122J 

APPEALS  FROM  FLOOD  ELEVATION 
DETERMINATION  AND  JUDICIAL  REVIEW 

Proposed  Flood  Elevation  Determinations 
for  the  Town  of  St.  Francisville,  Louisiana 

The  Federal  Insurance  Administrator, 
In  accordance  with  Section  110  of  the 
Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of  1973 
(Pi.  93-234),  87  Stat.  980,  which  added 
Section  1363  to  the  National  Flood  In¬ 
surance  Act  of  1968  (Title  XHI  of  the 
Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of 
1968  Pi.  90-448),  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128, 
and  24  CFR  Part  1917  (Section  1917.4 
(a) ),  hereby  gives  notice  of  his  proposed 
determinations  of  flood  elevations  for  the 
Town  of  St.  Francisville,  Louisiana. 

Under  these  Acts,  the  Administrator, 
to  whom  the  Secretary  has  delegated  the 
statutory  authority,  must  develop  crite¬ 
ria  for  flood  plain  management  in  iden¬ 
tified  flood  hazard  areas.  In  order  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  National  Flood  Insurance 


Program,  the  Town  of  St.  Francisville 
must  adopt  flood  plain  management 
measures  that  are  consistent  with  the 
flood  elevations  determined  by  the 
Secretary. 

Proposed  flood  elevations  (100-year 
flood)  are  listed  below  for  selected  loca¬ 
tions.  Maps  and  other  information  show¬ 
ing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the  flood- 
prone  areas  and  the  proposed  flood  eleva¬ 
tions  are  available  for  review  at  Town 
Hall,  St.  Francisville,  Louisiana  70775. 

Any  person  having  knowledge,  infor¬ 
mation,  or  wishing  to  make  a  comment 
on  these  determinations  should  immedi¬ 
ately  notify  Mayor  Marie  Wenger,  Town 
Hall,  St.  Francisville,  Louisiana  70775. 
The  period  for  comment  will  be  ninety 
days  following  the  second  publication  of 
this  notice  in  a  newspaper  of  local  cir¬ 
culation  in  the  above-named  community 
or  ninety  days  from  the  publication  of 
this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register 
(August  18, 1976) ,  whichever  is  the  later. 

The  proposed  100 -year  Flood  Eleva¬ 
tions  are: 
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Source  of  flooding 


Elevation  Width  from  shoreline  or  bank  of 
*  in  feet  stream  (facing  downstream)  to 
Location  above  mean  100- yT  flood  boundary  (feet) 

see  level  - 

Bight  Left 


Oaspen  Creek . Commerce  St _ 

U.8.  Highway  61 _ 

State  Highway  10.. 

<>r  Creek . .  U.8.  Highway  <n 

State  Highway  10— 


82 

200 

270 

114 

150 

185 

114 

**0 

210 

87 

840 

0) 

02 

570 

<») 

1  Outside  corporate  limits. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title  XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development 
Act  of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (  33  FK  17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended; 
42  D8.C.  4001-4128;  and  Secretary’s  delegation  of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Adminis¬ 
trator  34  FR  2680,  February  27,  1969,  as  amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24,  1974.) 


Issued:  April 28.  1976. 


Howard  B.  Clark, 
Acting  Federal  Insurance' 
Administrator. 


| FR  Doc.76-14510  Filed  5-19-76:8:45  am] 


[24CFR  Part  1917] 

[Docket  No  FI-1121] 

APPEALS  FROM  FLOOD  ELEVATION 
DETERMINATION  AND  JUDICIAL  REVIEW 

Proposed  Flood  Elevation  Determinations 

for  the  City  of  Coon  Rapids,  Minnesota 

The  Federal  Insurance  Administrator, 
in  accordance  with  Section  110  of  the 
Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of  1973 
<PX.  93-234),  87  Stat.  980,  which  added 
Section  1363  to  the  National  Flood  In¬ 
surance  Act  of  1968  (Title  XIII  of  the 
Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of 
1968  PX.  90-448),  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128, 
and  24  CFR  Part  1917  (Section  1917.4 
(a) ) ,  hereby  gives  notice  of  his  proposed 
determinations  of  flood  elevations  for  the 
City  of  Coon  Rapids,  Minnesota. 

Under  these  Acts,  the  Administrator, 
to  whom  the  Secretary  has  delegated  the 
statutory  authority,  must  develop  crite¬ 
ria  for  flood  plain  management  in  iden¬ 
tified  flood  hazard  areas.  In  order  to 
participate  in  the  National  Flood  Insur¬ 


ance  Program,  the  City  of  Coon  Rapids 
must  adopt  flood  plain  management 
measures  that  are  consistent  with  the 
flood  elevations  determined  by  the 
Secretary. 

Proposed  flood  elevations  (100-year 
flood )  are  listed  below  for  selected  loca¬ 
tions.  Maps  and  other  information  show¬ 
ing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the  flood- 
prone  areas  and  the  proposed  flood  eleva¬ 
tions  are  available  for  review  at  City  Hall, 
1313  Coon  Rapids  Boulevard,  Coon  Rap¬ 
ids,  Minnesota  55433. 

Any  person  having  knowledge,  infor¬ 
mation,  or  wishing  to  make  a  comment 
on  these  determinations  should  immedi¬ 
ately  notify,  Mayor  George  White,  City 
Hall,  1313  Coon  Rapids  Boulevard,  Coon 
Rapids,  Minnesota  55433.  The  period  for 
comment  will  be  ninety  days  following 
the  second  publication  of  this  notice  in  a 
newspaper  of  local  circulation  in  the 
above-named  community. . 

The  proposed  100-year  Flood  Eleva¬ 
tions  are: 


Bourn'  of  flooding 


Lo>  aliou 


Elevation 
in  feet 
above  mean 
sea  level 


Width  from  shoreline  or  hank  of 
stream  (facing  downstream)  to 
100- yr  flood  boundary  (feet) 


•  Right  Left 


Pleasure  Creek. . . 

.  East  River  Rd . . . . . 

865 

50 

100 

Evergreen  Blvd... .  . . 

873 

275 

550 

Coon  Rapids  Blvd . .  . 

885 

200 

375 

U.6.  Highway  10  and  Mu.  Highway  47.. 

897 

475 

350 

University  Ave _ _ _ 

897 

100 

#76 

Coon  Creek  ... 

. .  U.S.  Highway  10  and  Mu.  Highway  47 
(upstream  side). 

851 

400 

100 

Egret  St.  (downstream  side) . 

8  40 

250 

15 

Hanson  Blvd _ _ 

857 

25 

125 

Mn.  Highway  242 . 

858 

O 

425 

131st  Ave.  (upstream  side) . 

861 

225 

350 

Band  Creek . 

Xeon  St...  .  .  . . 

861 

75 

25 

Burlington  Northern  HR.. _ _ 

875 

325 

1225 

Olive  Street  .  .  . 

877 

100 

260 

Epiphany  Creek _ 

Riverview  Creek . 

_  111th  Ave.  (downstream  side) . 

855 

75 

176 

Mississippi  River  Blvd . . . 

848 

425 

300 

105th  Ave _ _ _  _ 

850 

175 

225 

Direct  River  Dr . . 

853 

350 

0 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title  xm  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development 
Act  of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (  33  FR  17804,  November  28,  1968),  a a  amended; 
42  U.8.C.  4001-4128;  and  Secretary’s  delegation  of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Adminis¬ 
trator  34  FR  2680,  February  27,  1969,  as  amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24,  1974.) 


Issued :  April  28,  1976. 


J.  Robert  Hxjnter, 
Acting  Federal  Insurance 
Administrator. 


|FR  Doc.76-14511  Filed  5-19-76:8:45  am] 
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[24CFR  Part  1917] 

l Docket  No.  PI-11201 

APPEALS  FROM  FLOOD  ELEVATION 
DETERMINATION  AND  JUDICIAL  REVIEW 

Proposed  Flood  Elevation  Determinations 
for  the  City  of  Granite  Falls,  Minnesota 

The  Federal  Insurance  Administrator, 
in  accordance  with  Section  110  of  the 
Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of  1973 
(P.L.  93-234),  87  Stat.  980,  which  added 
Section  1363  to  the  National  Flood  In¬ 
surance  Act  of  1968  (Title  XIII  of  the 
Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of 
1968  P.L.  90-448),  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128, 
and  24  CFR  Part  1917  (Section  1917.4 
(a)),  hereby  gives  notice  of  his  pro¬ 
posed  determinations  of  flood  elevations 
for  the  City  of  Granite  Falls,  Minnesota. 

Under  these  Acts,  the  Administrator, 
to  whom  the  Secretary  has  delegated  the 
statutory  authority,  must  develop  cri¬ 
teria  for  flood  plain  management  in  iden¬ 
tified  flood  hazard  areas.  In  order  to 
participate  in  the  National  Flood  Insur¬ 
ance  Program,  the  City  of  Granite  Falls 


must  adopt  flood  plain  management 
measures  that  are  consistent  with  the 
flood  elevations  determined  by  the  Sec¬ 
retary.  , 

Proposed  flood  elevations  (100-year 
flood)  are  listed  below  for  selected  lo¬ 
cations.  Maps  and  other  Information 
showing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the 
flood-prone  areas  and  the  proposed 
flood  elevations  are  available  for  review 
at  City  Hall,  885  Prentice  Street,  Granite 
Falls,  Minnesota  56241. 

Any  person  having  knowledge,  infor¬ 
mation,  or  wishing  to  make  a  comment 
on  these  determinations  should  imme¬ 
diately  notify  Mayor  Barbara  Carlson, 
City  Hall,  885  Prentice  Street,  Granite 
Falls,  Minnesota.  The  period  for  com¬ 
ment  will  be  ninety  days  following  the 
second  publication  of  this  notice  in  a 
newspaper  of  local  circulation  in  the 
above-named  community  or  ninety  days 
from  the  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register  (August  18,  1976), 
whichever  is  the  later. 

The  proposed  100-year  Flood  Eleva¬ 
tions  are: 


Soune  of  Auoding 


Location 


Elevation 
in  feet 
al'ove  mean 
sea  level 


Width  from  shoreline  or  bank  of 
stream  (facing  downstream)  to 
100- yr  Rood  boundary  (feet) 


Right  Left 


Minnesota  River . Burlington  RR - - - -  915  175  270 

Washington  St.  (extended) _  897  50  60 

Overflow  Channel _ _  13th  St . . . . .  900  0)  180 

9th  St . .  899  330  from  corporate  limits. 


i  To  corporate  limits. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title  XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development 
Act  of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (33  FR  17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended; 
42  U.3.C.  4001-4128;  and  Secretary’s  delegation  of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Adminis¬ 
trator  84  FR  2680,  February  27,  1969,  as  amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24,  1974.) 


Issued:  April  28.  1976. 


J.  Robert  Hunter, 
Acting  Federal  Insurance 
Administrator. 


|FR  Doc.76-14512  Filed  6-19-76:8:45  ami 


[  24  CFR  Part  1917  ] 

(Docket  No.  FI-11 191 

APPEALS  FROM  FLOOD  ELEVATION 
DETERMINATION  AND  JUDICIAL  REVIEW 

Proposed  Flood  Elevation  Determinations 
for  the  City  of  St.  Cloud,  Minnesota 

The  Federal  Insurance  Administrator, 
in  accordance  with  Section  110  of  the 
Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of  1973 
(P.L.  93-234) ,  87  Stat.  980,  which  added 
Section  1363  to  the  National  Flood  Insur¬ 
ance  Act  of  1968  (Title  XIII  of  the  Hous¬ 
ing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of  1968 
P.L.  90-488),  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128,  and  24 
CFR  Part  1917  (Section  1917.4(a)), 
hereby  gives  notice  of  his  proposed  de¬ 
terminations  of  flood  elevations  for  the 
City  of  St.  Cloud,  Minnesota. 

Under  these  Acts,  the  Administrator, 
to  whom  the  Secretary  has  delegated  the 
statutory  authority,  must  develop  cri¬ 
teria  for  flood  plain  management  In 
Identified  flood  hazard  areas.  In  order  to 
participate  in  the  National  Flood  Insur¬ 
ance  Program,  the  City  of  St.  Cloud  must 


adopt  flood  plain  management  measures 
that  are  consistent  with  the  flood  eleva¬ 
tions  determined  by  the  Secretary. 

Proposed  flood  elevations  (100-year 
flood)  are  listed  below  for  selected  loca¬ 
tions.  Maps  and  other  information  show¬ 
ing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the  flood- 
prone  areas  and  the  proposed  flood  ele¬ 
vations  are  available  for  review  at  City 
Hall,  314  St.  Germaine  Street,  St.  Cloud, 
Minnesota  56301. 

Any  person  having  knowledge,  infor¬ 
mation,  or  wishing  to  make  a  comment 
on  these  determinations  should  im¬ 
mediately  notify  Mayor  Alcuin  Loehr, 
City  Hall,  314  St.  Germaine  Street,  St. 
Cloud,  Minnesota  56301.  The  period  for 
comment  will  be  ninety  days  following 
the  second  publication  of  this  notice  In 
a  newspaper  of  local  circulation  in  the 
above-named  community  or  ninety  days 
from  the  publication  of  this  notice  in 
the  Federal  Register  (August  18,  1976), 
whichever  Is  the  later. 

The  proposed  100-year  Flood  Eleva¬ 
tions  are: 
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Elevation  Width  from  shoreline  or  bank  of 
In  feet  stream  (facing  downstream)  to 

Source  of  flooding  Location  above  mean  100-yr  flood  boundary  (feet) 

sea  level  - 

Right  Left 


Mississippi  River . 10th  Street  Bridge.  _. . . 

Highway  52  Bridge . 

Burlington  Northern  Bridge. 

Sauk.. .  County  Rd.  No.  4  Bridge... 

Burlington  Northern  Bridge. 


989 

60 

70 

990 

50 

50 

991 

40 

60 

1,041 

100 

0) 

1,044 

100 

(') 

1  Outside  corporate  limits. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title  XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development 
Act  of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (33  FR  17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended; 
42  U8.C.  4001-4128;  and  Secretary’s  delegation  of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Adminis¬ 
trator  84  FR  2680,  February  27,  1969,  as  amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24,  1974.) 


Issued:  April 28, 1976. 


Howard  B.  Clark, 
Acting  Federal  Insurance 
Administrator. 


(FR  Doc.76-14613  Filed  5-19-76;8:45  am] 


[  24  CFR  Part  1917  ] 

[Docket  No.  FI-1118] 

APPEALS  FROM  FLOOD  ELEVATION 
DETERMINATION  AND  JUDICIAL  REVIEW 

Proposed  Flood  Elevation  Determinations 
for  the  City  of  Cassville,  Missouri 

The  Federal  Insurance  Administrator, 
in  accordance  with  Section  110  of  the 
Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of  1973 
(P.L.  93-234),  87  Stat.  980,  which  added 
Section  1363  to  the  National  Flood  In¬ 
surance  Act  of  1968  (Title  XIII  of  the 
Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of 
1968  P.L.  90-448),  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128, 
and  24  CFR  Part  1917  (Section  1917.4 
(a) ) ,  hereby  gives  notice  of  his  proposed 
determinations  of  flood  elevations  for 
the  City  of  Cassville,  Missouri. 

Under  these  Acts,  the  Administrator, 
to  whom  the  Secretary  has  delegated  the 
statutory  authority,  must  develop  cri¬ 
teria  for  flood  plain  management  in 
identified  flood  hazard  areas.  In  order 
to  participate  in  the  National  Flood  In¬ 
surance  Program,  the  City  of  Cassville, 


Source  of  flooding  Location 


Missouri  must  adopt  flood  plain  man¬ 
agement  measures  that  are  consistent 
with  the  flood  elevations  determined  by 
the  Secretary. 

Proposed  flood  elevations  (100 -year 
flood)  are  listed  below  for  selected  loca¬ 
tions.  Maps  and  other  information  show¬ 
ing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the  flood- 
prone  areas  and  the  proposed  flood  ele¬ 
vations  are  available  for  review  at  City 
Hall,  707  Townsend  Street,  Cassville, 
Missouri  65625. 

Any  person  having  knowledge,  infor¬ 
mation,  or  wishing  to  make  a  comment 
on  these  determinations  should  imme¬ 
diately  notify  Mayor  J.  W.  Le  Compte, 
City  Hall,  707  Townsend  Street,  Cass¬ 
ville,  Missouri.  The  period  for  comment 
will  be  ninety  days  following  the  second 
publication  of  this  notice  in  a  newspaper 
of  local  circulation  in  the  above-named 
community  or  ninety  days  from  the  pub¬ 
lication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register  (August  18,  1976),  whichever 
is  the  later  . 

The  proposed  100-year  Flood  Eleva¬ 
tions  are: 


Elevation  Width  from  shoreline  or  bank  of 
in  feet  stream  (facing  downstream)  to 
above  mean  100-yr  flood  boundary  (feet) 

sea  level  — - - 

Right  Left 


Flat  Creek _ 

..  Highway  284 . . . . 

.  1310 

2440 

960 

7  th  St . . . 

_  1308 

too 

380 

13th  St . . 

. .  1304 

560 

280 

Town  Branch _ 

.  County  House  Rd _ _ _ 

1326 

340 

500 

Townsend  Ave . . . 

.  1317 

240 

680 

Main  St... . . . 

_  1315 

420 

720 

Hawk  Branch . . 

.  11th  St .  .  . 

1333 

(>) 

480 

Presley  Dr  .  _  . .  . 

1328 

940 

320 

Unnamed  tributary 

Highway  284  .  . 

1310 

2080 

1320 

No.  1. 


1  Outside  corporat  e  limits. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title  XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development 
Act  of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (33  FR  17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended; 
*  42  US.C.  4001-4128;  and  Secretary’s  delegation  of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Adminis¬ 
trator  34  FR  2680,  February  27,  1969,  as  amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24,  1974.) 


Issued:  April  28, 1976. 


Howard  B.  Clark, 
Acting  Federal  Insurance 
Administrator. 


[FR  Doc.76-14614  Filed  6-19-76;8:45  am] 
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[  24  CFR  Part  1917] 

[Docket  No.  FI-1117] 

APPEALS  FROM  FLOOD  ELEVATION 
DETERMINATION  AND  JUDICIAL  REVIEW 

Proposed  Flood  Elevation  Determinations 
for  the  City  of  St.  Charles,  Missouri 

The  Federal  Insurance  Administrator, 
in  accordance  with  Section  110  of  the 
Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of  1973 
(PX.  93-234),  87  Stat.  980,  which  added 
Section  1363  to  the  National  Flood  In¬ 
surance  Act  of  1968  (Title  XIII  of  the 
Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of 
1968  P.L.  90-448),  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128, 
and  24  CFR  Part  1917  (Section  1917  4 
(a) ) ,  hereby  gives  notice  of  his  proposed 
determinations  of  flood  elevations  for 
the  City  of  St.  Charles. 

Under  these  Acts,  the  Administrator, 
to  whom  the  Secretary  has  delegated  the 
statutory  authority,  must  develop  cri¬ 
teria  for  flood  plain  management  in 
identified  flood  hazard  areas.  In  order 
to  participate  in  the  National  Flood  In¬ 
surance  Program,  the  City  of  St.  Charles 


must  adopt  flood  plain  management 
measures  that  are  consistent  with  the 
flood  elevations  determined  by  the 
Secretary. 

Proposed  flood  elevations  (100-year 
flood)  are  listed  below  for  selected  loca¬ 
tions.  Maps  and  other  information  show¬ 
ing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the  flood- 
prone  areas  and  the  proposed  flood  ele¬ 
vations  are  available  for  review  at  City 
Hall,  101  South  Main  Street,  St.  Charles, 
Missouri  63301. 

Any  person  having  knowledge,  infor¬ 
mation,  or  wishing  to  make  a  comment 
on  these  determinations  should  im¬ 
mediately  notify  Mayor  Frank  Brock- 
greitens,  101  S.  Main  St.,  St.  Charles, 
Missouri.  63301.  The  period  for  comment 
will  be  ninety  days  following  the  second 
publication  of  this  notice  in  a  newspaper 
of  local  circulation  in  the  above-named 
community  or  ninety  days  from  the  pub¬ 
lication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register  (August  18,  1976),  whichever 
is  the  later. 

The  proposed  100-year  Flood  Eleva¬ 
tions  are: 


Elevation  Width  from  shoreline  or  bank  of 
In  feet  stream  (facing  downstream)  to 

Source  of  flooding  i/ocatiou  above  mean  100-yr  flood  boundary  (feet) 

sea  level  - -  -  -  - 

Right  Left 


Missouri  River. 


Boouallck  Crock 


Boschert  Creek. 


Cole  Creek 


East  Branch,  Cole 

Creek. 

Bandfort  Creek  .. 
Han  Juan  Creek  ... 


1-70 . 

Highway  I  IS . 

Norfolk  A  Western  RK. 

Cunningham  Ave . 

Nathan  St.. . 

Rosebrae  Dr . 

South  2d  St . 

Elm  8t . . 

West  Adams  8t . 

Park  Ave . . . 

Hawthorn  Ave... . 

Duchesne  Dr . 

Elmwood  Dr . 

Coucordia  Lane _ 

Elmhurst  Dr . 

Droste  Rd _ _ 

Runnymede  Dr . 

Elm  Point  Rd.. . 

Canary  Lane . . 

Hunter  Ridge,  Rd . 

Briarclift  Dr.. . 

Kidman  Rd . 

Dennis  Dr _ _ 

Sharon  Dr . 

Valley  Rd . 

South  5th  St.. . 

Rio  Vista  Dr . 


457  _ 

1370 

454 . 

350 

453  .... 

2540 

515 

280 

80 

607 

100 

110 

4!*0 

70 

00 

463 

120 

200 

512 

60 

210 

604 

60 

160 

501 

120 

80 

4‘I6  - 

200 

60 

405 

210 

480 

405 

240 

140 

466 

80 

130 

47!* 

120 

50 

473 

180 

140 

460 

260 

200 

453 

400 

1720 

462 

20 

70 

473 

50 

180 

463 

180 

180 

440 

140 

40 

506 

60 

HO 

501 

110 

100 

480 

0 

120 

474 

180 

460 

474 

80 

50 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title  XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development 
Act  of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (33  FR  17804.  November  28,  1968),  as  amended; 
42  U.S.C.  4001-4128;  and  Secretary's  delegation  of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Adminis¬ 
trator  34  FR  2680,  February  27, 1969.  as  amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24, 1974.) 


Issued :  April  28,  1976. 


Howard  B.  Clark, 
Acting  Federal  Insurance 
Administrator. 

|FR  Doc.76-14515  Filed  5-19-76:8:45  am] 


[24  CFR  Part  1917] 

[Docket  No.  FI-1116] 

APPEALS  FROM  FLOOD  ELEVATION 
DETERMINATION  AND  JUDICIAL  REVIEW 

Proposed  Flood  Elevation  Determinations 
for  the  City  of  Times  Beach,  Missouri 

The  Federal  Insurance  Administrator, 
In  accordance  with  Section  110  of  the 
Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of  1973 
(PX.  93-234) ,  87  Stat.  980,  which  added 
Section  1363  to  the  National  Flood  In¬ 
surance  Act  of  1968  (Title  XIII  of  the 


Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of 
1968  PX.  90-448),  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128, 
and  24  CFR  Part  1917  (Section  1917.4 
(a) ) ,  hereby  gives  notice  of  his  proposed 
determinations  of  flood  elevations  for  the 
City  of  Times  Beach,  Missouri. 

Under  these  Acts,  the  Administrator, 
to  whom  the  Secretary  has  delegated  the 
statutory  authority,  must  develop  criteria 
for  flood  plain  management  in  identified 
flood  hazard  areas.  In  order  to  partici¬ 
pate  in  the  National  Flood  Insurance 
Program,  the  City  of  Times  Beach  must 
adopt  flood  plain  management  measures 
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that  are  consistent  with  the  flood  eleva¬ 
tions  determined  by  the  Secretary. 

Proposed  flood  elevations  (100-year 
flood)  are  listed  below  for  selected  loca¬ 
tions.  Map  and  other  information  show¬ 
ing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the  flood- 
prone  areas  and  the  proposed  flood  eleva¬ 
tions  are  available  for  review  at  City 
Hall,  Beach  and  Grove  Streets,  Eureka, 
Missouri  63025. 

Any  person  having  knowledge,  infor¬ 
mation,  or  wishing  to  make  a  comment 


on  these  determinations  should  im¬ 
mediately  notify  Mayor  Charles  Doorack, 
P.O.  Box  144,  Eureka,  Missouri  63025. 
The  period  for  comment  will  be  ninety 
days  following  the  second  publication  of 
this  notice  in  a  newspaper  o'  local  cir¬ 
culation  in  the  above-named  community 
or  ninety  days  from  the  publication  of 
this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register 
(August  18,  1976) ,  whichever  is  the  later. 

The  proposed  100-year  Flood  Eleva¬ 
tions  are: 


Source  of  flooding 

Location 

Elevation 
in  feet 

altovo  mean 
sea  level 

Width  front  shoreline  or  bank  of 
stream  (facing  downstream)  to 
100-yr  flood  boundary  (feet) 

Meramec  River _  . 

Park  Dr  . .  .  _ 

441* 

Shoreline  to  corporate  limit. 

Dalhia  Dr _ _ _ 

441* 

Do. 

Lincoln  Dr _ _ _ 

445 

Do. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title  XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development 
Act  of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (33  FR  17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended; 
42  U.S.C.  4001-4128;  and  Secretary’s  delegation  of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Adminis¬ 
trator  34  FR  2680,  February  27,  1969,  as  amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24,  1974.) 


Issued:  April  28, 1976. 


Howard  B.  Clark, 
Acting  Federal  Insurance 
Administrator. 


(FR  Doc.76-14516  Filed  5-19-76:8:45  am] 


[  24  CFR  Part  1917  ] 

[Docket  No.  FI-1116J 

APPEALS  FROM  FLOOD  ELEVATION 
DETERMINATION  AND  JUDICIAL  REVIEW 

Proposed  Flood  Elevation  Determinations 
for  the  Borough  of  Haddonfield,  New  Jersey 

The  Federal  Insurance  Administrator, 
in  accordance  with  Section  110  of  the 
Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of  1973 
(P.L.  93-234),  87  Stat.  980,  which  added 
Section  1363  to  the  National  Flood  In¬ 
surance  Act  of  1968  (Title  XIII  of  the 
Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of 
1968  P.L.  90-448),  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128, 
and  24  CFR  Part  1917  (Section  1917.4 
(a) ),  hereby  gives  notice  of  his  proposed 
determinations  of  flood  elevations  for  the 
Borough  of  Haddonfield,  New  Jersey. 

Under  these  Acts,  the  Administrator, 
to  whom  the  Secretary  has  delegated  the 
statutory  authority,  must  develop  cri¬ 
teria  for  flood  plain  management  in 
identified  flood  hazard  areas.  In  order  to 
participate  in  the  National  Flood  Insur¬ 
ance  Program,  the  Borough  of  Haddon¬ 
field  must  adopt  flood  plain  management 


measures  that  are  consistent  with  the 
flood  elevations  determined  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary. 

Proposed  flood  elevations  (100-year 
flood  >  are  listed  below  for  selected  loca¬ 
tions.  Maps  and  other  information  show¬ 
ing  the  detailing  outlines  of  the  flood - 
prone  areas  and  the  proposed  flood  ele¬ 
vations  are  available  for  review  at 
Borough  Hall,  242  Kings  Highway  East. 
Haddonfield,  New  Jersey  08033. 

Any  person  having  knowledge,  infor¬ 
mation,  or  wishing  to  make  a  comment 
on  these  determinations  should  immedi¬ 
ately  notify  Mayor  William  W.  Reynolds, 
Jr.,  242  Kings  Highway  East,  Haddon¬ 
field,  New  Jersey  08033.  The  period  for 
comment  will  be  ninety  days  following 
the  second  publication  of  this  notice  in 
a  newspaper  of  local  circulation  in  the 
above-named  community  or  ninety  days 
from  the  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register  (August  18,  1976), 
whichever  is  the  later. 

The  proposed  100-year  Flood  Eleva¬ 
tions  are: 


Source  of  flooding  Location 

Elevation 
in  feet 
above  mean 
sea  level 

Width  from  shoreline  or  bank  of 
stream  (facing  downstream)  to 
100-yr  flood  boundary  (feet) 

Right 

Left 

Cooper  River. . .  Evans  Mills  Rd . . 

■Ills  St . . 

20 

21 

250 

(*) 

(«) 

70 

1  Approximate  distance  from  corporate  limits  to  boundary. 

*  Outside  corporate  limits. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title  XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development 
Act  of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (33  FR  17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended; 
42  U.S.C.  4001-4128;  and  Secretary's  delegation  of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Adminis¬ 
trator  34  FR  2680,  February  27,  1969,  as  amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24,  1974.) 


Issued:  April  28, 1976. 


Howard  B.  Clark, 
Acting  Federal  Insurance 
Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.76-14517  Filed  5-19-76:8:45  am] 
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[  24  CFR  Part  1917] 

l  Docket  No.  FI-1 114] 

APPEALS  FROM  FLOOD  ELEVATION 
DETERMINATION  AND  JUDICIAL  REVIEW 

Proposed  Flood  Elevation  Determinations 

for  the  Borough  of  Oradell,  New  Jersey 

The  Federal  Insurance  Administrator 
in  accordance  with  Section  110  of  the 
Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of  1973 
(P.L.  93-234),  87  Stat.  980,  which  added 
Section  1363  to  the  National  Flood  InT 
surance  Act  of  1968  (Title  XIII  of  the 
Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of 
1968  P.L.  90-448),  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128, 
and  24  CFR  Part  1917  (Section  1917.4 
(a) ),  hereby  gives  notice  of  his  proposed 
determinations  of  flood  elevations  for 
the  Borough  of  Oradell,  New  Jersey. 

Under  these  Acts,  the  Administrator,  to 
whom  the  Secretary  has  delegated  the 
statutory  authority,  must  develop  crite¬ 
ria  for  flood  plain  management  in  iden¬ 
tified  flood  hazard  areas.  In  order  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  National  Flood  Insurance 
Program,  the  Borough  of  Oradell  must 


adopt  flood  plain  management  measures 
that  are  consistent  with  the  flood  eleva¬ 
tions  determined  by  the  Secretary. 

Proposed  flood  elevations  ( 100-year 
flood)  are  listed  below  for  selected  loca¬ 
tions.  Maps  and  other  information  show¬ 
ing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the  flood- 
prone  areas  and  the  proposed  flood  eleva¬ 
tions  are  available  for  review  at  Borough 
Hall,  355  Kinderkamack  Road.  Oradell, 
New  Jersey  07649. 

Any  person  having  knowledge,  infor¬ 
mation,  or  wishing  to  make  a  comment 
on  these  determinations  should  imme¬ 
diately  notify  Mayor  Frederick  E.  Wen- 
del,  355  Kinderkamack  Road,  Oradell, 
New  Jersey  07649.  The  period  for  com¬ 
ment  will  be  ninety  days  following  the 
second  publication  of  this  notice  in  a 
newspaper  of  local  circulation  in  the 
above-named  community  or  ninety  days 
from  the  publication  of  this  notice  In  the 
Federal  Register,  (August  18,  1976), 
whichever  is  the  later. 

The  proposed  100-year  Flood  Eleva¬ 
tions  are: 


Source  of  flooding 

•»  Location 

Elevation 
in  feet 
above  mean 
'  sea  level 

Width  from  shoreline  or  bank  of 
stream  (facing  downstream)  to 
100-yr  flood  boundary  (feet) 

Right 

Left 

Hackensack  River.. 

Oradell  Ave . . . . 

.  15 

30 

20 

Argyle  St.  (extended) . . 

Birkshire  8t.  (extended) _ ' _ 

.  11 

.  10 

440  . 

400 

Hackensack  River 

Elm  St . . 

. .  14 

110 

20 

bypass. 

Van  Saun  Mill  Brook. 

New  Milford  Ave . . 

.  13 

30 

.  Oradell  Ave _  _ _ 

. .  *3 

too 

50 

Martin  Ave  . . . . . 

.  70 

no 

175 

Van  Saun  Mill  Brook 
tributary. 

Midland  Rd.  (extended) . 

_ _ "...  -  .  9# 

10 

200 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title  XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development 
Act  of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (33  FR  17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended; 
42  U.S.O.  4001-4128;  and  Secretary’s  delegation  of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Adminis¬ 
trator  34  FR  2680,  February  27,  1969,  as  amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24,  1974.) 

Issued:  April  28, 1976. 

Howard  B.  Clark, 

Acting  Federal  Insurance 
Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.76-14518  Filed  5-19-76:8:45  am| 


[  24  CFR  Part  1917  ] 

[Docket  No.  FI-1113] 

APPEALS  FROM  FLOOD  ELEVATION 
DETERMINATION  AND  JUDICIAL  REVIEW 

Proposed  Flood  Elevation  Determinations 
for  the  Township  of  Scotch  Plains,  New 
Jersey 

The  Federal  Insurance  Administrator, 
in  accordance  with  Section  110  of  the 
Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of  1973 
(P.L.  93-234) ,  87  Stat.  980,  which  added 
Section  1363  to  the  National  Flood  In¬ 
surance  Act  of  1968  (Title  XIII  of  the 
Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of 
1968  P.L.  90-448),  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128, 
and  24  CFR  Part  1917  (Section  1917.4 
(a) ) ,  hereby  gives  notice  of  his  proposed 
determinations  of  flood  elevations  for 
the  Township  of  Scotch  Plains,  New 
Jersey. 

Under  these  Acts,  the  Administrator, 
to  whom  the  Secretary  has  delegated  the 
statutory  authority,  must  develop  crite¬ 
ria  for  flood  plain  management  in  Iden¬ 
tified  flood  hazard  areas.  In  order  to 
participate  in  the  National  Flood  Insur¬ 


ance  Program,  the  Township  of  Scotch 
Plains  must  adopt  flood  plain  manage¬ 
ment  measures  that  are  consistent  with 
the  flood  elevations  determined  by  the 
Secretary. 

Proposed  flood  elevations  (100-year 
flood)  are  listed  below  for  selected  loca¬ 
tions.  Maps  and  other  information  show¬ 
ing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the  flood- 
prone  areas  and  the  proposed  flood  eleva¬ 
tions  are  available  for  review  at  Town 
Hall,  430  Park  Avenue,  Scotch  Plains, 
New  Jersey  07076. 

Any  person  having  knowledge,  infor¬ 
mation,  or  wishing  to  make  a  comment 
on  these  determinations  should  immedi¬ 
ately  notify  Mayor  Noel  Musial,  430 
Park  Avenue,  Scotch  Plains,  New  Jersey 
07076.  The  period  for  comment  will  be 
ninety  days  following  the  second  pub¬ 
lication  of  this  notice  in  a  newspaper  of 
local  circulation  in  the  above-named 
community  or  ninety  days  from  the  pub¬ 
lication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register  (August  18,  1976),  whichever 
is  the  later. 

The  proposed  100-year  Flood  Eleva¬ 
tions  are: 
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Source  of  flooding 


Blue  Brook.. 
Green  Brook. 

Cedar  Brook. 


East  Branch,  Green 
Brook. 

Branch  22. . . 

Tributary  B _ 

Branch  22-11... 
Winding  Brook . 

Robinson's  Branch, 
Rahway  River. 


Elevation  Width  from  shoreline  or  bank  of 
in  feet  stream  (facing  downstream)  to 
Location  above  mean  100-yr  flood  boundary  (feet) 

sea  level  - - - . 

Right  Left 


Sky  Top  Dr . 

Union  Ave... . 

Bark  Ave . . . 

Forest  Ave . 

Hunter  Ave . 

Farley  Ave . 

Ulenside  Ave . 

Harding  Rd._  . . . 

Union  Ave.. . . . 

Cooper  St.  (upstream  side  of  street),... 
350  it  northeast  of  Rahway  Rd  at  river 
mile  O.as. 

Fenimore  I)r . . .  . . 

Linden  Lane  extended} . . 

Fairway  Ct  (extended) _ 

i/ake  Ave.  (TO  ft  upstream) .  . 

t.W0  ft  downstream) . . 


212 . 

60 

161 . 

440 

150 _ 

1060 

148 

120 

100 

13.) 

(165 

O 

133 

645 

(‘) 

1H0 

340 

40 

170 

0 

235 

160 

185 

180 

H'J 

30 

160 

115 

45 

130 

118 

15 

80 

54 

1070 

10 

54 

ll(K) 

20 

5H 

305 

405 

55 

110 

530 

\ 


1  To  corporate  limits. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title  XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development 
Act  of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (33  FR  17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended; 
42  U.S.C.  4001-4128;  and  Secretary’s  delegation  of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Adminis¬ 
trator  34  FR  2680,  February  27.  1969.  as  amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24,  1974.) 


Issued:  April 28.  1976. 


Howard  B.  Clark. 
Acting  Federal  Insurance 

Administrator. 


| FR  Doc.76-14519  Filed  5-19-76:8:45  am] 


[24  CFR  Part  1917] 

[Docket  No.  FI-11121 

APPEALS  FROM  FLOOD  ELEVATION 
DETERMINATION  AND  JUDICIAL  REVIEW 

Proposed  Flood  Elevation  Determinations 
for  the  Town  of  Emerald  Isle,  North  Carolina 

The  Federal  Insurance  Administrator, 
in  accordance  with  Section  110  of  the 
Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of  1973 
•  Pii.  93-234),  87  Stat.  980,  which  added 
Section  1363  to  the  National  Flood  In¬ 
surance  Act  of  1968  (Title  XIH  of  the 
Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of 
1968  P.L.  90-448),  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128, 
and  24  CFR  Part  1917  (Section  1917.4 
(a» ) ,  hereby  gives  notice  of  his  proposed 
determinations  of  flood  elevations  for 
the  Town  of  Emerald  Isle.  North  Caro¬ 
lina. 

Under  these  Acts,  the  Administrator, 
to  whom  the  Secretary  has  delegated  the 
statutory  authority,  must  develop  cri¬ 
teria  for  flood  plain  management  in 
identified  flood  hazard  areas.  In  order  to 
participate  in  the  National  Flood  Insur¬ 
ance  Program,  the  Town  of  Emerald  Isle 


must  adopt  flood  plain  management 
measures  that  are  consistent  with  the 
flood  elevations  determined  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary. 

Proposed  flood  elevations  (100-year 
flood)  are  listed  below  for  selected  loca¬ 
tions.  Maps  and  other  information  show¬ 
ing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the  flood- 
prone  areas  and  the  proposed  flood  ele¬ 
vations  are  available  for  review  at  Town 
Hall,  Route  1,  Morehead  City,  North 
Carolina  28557. 

Any  person  having  knowledge,  infor¬ 
mation,  or  wishing  to  make  a  comment 
on  these  determinations  should  immedi¬ 
ately  notify  Mayor  Ronnie  Watson,  Town 
Hall,  Route  1,  Morehead  City,  North 
Carolina  28557.  The  period  for  comment 
will  be  ninety  days  following  the  second 
publication  of  this  notice  in  a  newspa¬ 
per  of  local  circulation  in  the  above- 
named  community  or  ninety  days  from 
the  publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  (August  18,  1976),  which¬ 
ever  is  the  later. 

The  proposed  100-year  Flood  Eleva¬ 
tions  are: 


Elevation  Width  from  shoreline  or  bank  of 
Source  of  floodi  rg  I -oration  in  feet  stream  (facing  downstream)  to 

above  mean  100-yr  flood  boundary  (feet) 
sea  level 


Atlantic  Ocean— 

Bogue  Inlet. 

Bogue  Sound.. 


Atlantic  Ocean 


Inlet  Dr. . 

Inlet  Dr . 

Emerald  Dr . 

Old  Ferry  Rd.... 

Cedar  St.. . 

West  Landing  Dr. 

1st  St . 

ocean  Dr . 


11  Entire  street  from  point  80  ft 
north  of  Station  St. 

10  From  80  ft  north  of  Station  8t.  to 

60  ft  north  of  Ring  St. 

S  From  B.  Cameron  Langston 
Bridge  smith  230  ft. 

7  From  the  former  free  ferry  south 
160  ft. 

7  Entire  street  north  of  point  80  ft 
north  of  Junction  with  Sound  Dr. 
7  Northernmost  70ft  from  shoreline. 

7  Northernmost  67  ft  from  shore. 

11  Entire  street  between  22d  and  25th 

Sts. 


(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title  Xm  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development 
Act  of  1968),  effective  January  28.  1969  (  33  FR  17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended; 
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42  U.8.C.  4001-4128;  and  Secretary's  delegation  of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  AdminlS' 
trator  84  FR  2680,  February  27,  1969,  as  amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24,  1974.) 


Issued:  April  28, 1976. 


Howard  B.  Clark, 
Acting  Federal  Insurance 
Administrator. 


IFR  Doc.76-14520  Filed  6-19-76; 8:46  ami 


DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 


Federal  Aviation  Administration 
[  14  CFR  Part  39  ] 
l  Airworthiness  Docket  No.  76-SW-31  ] 

BELL  MODEL  206L  HELICOPTER 

Airworthiness  Directives;  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rule  Making 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
Is  considering  amending  Part  39  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  by  adding 
an  airworthiness  directive  applicable  to 
Bell  Model  206L  helicopters. 

The  proposed  directive  would  require 
modification  of  the  fuel  system  to  relieve 
excessive  fuel  pressure  encountered  after 
normal  engine  shutdown.  This  pressure, 
due  to  thermal  expansion  of  the  fuel, 
has  caused  failure  of  the  fuel  system 
components  and  fuel  leakage  into  the 
engine  compartment.  Subsequent  flight 
with  this  condition  existing  would  result 
in  fuel  leakage  and  possibly  an  engine 
area  fire  or  loss  of  engine  power  due  to 
inadequate  fuel  supply.  Since  this  con¬ 
dition  is  likely  to  exist  or  develop  in  other 
helicopters  of  the  same  design,  this  pro¬ 
posed  airworthiness  directive  would  re¬ 
quire  modification  of  the  fuel  system  in 
the  Bell  Model  206L  helicopter  to  install 
a  special  fuel  shutoff  value  which  incor¬ 
porates  a  thermal  expansion  pressure  re¬ 
lief  feature. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  making  of  the  proposed 
rule  by  submitting  such  written  data, 
views,  or  comments  as  they  may  desire. 
Communications  should  identify  the 
docket  number  and  be  submitted  in  tripli¬ 
cate  to  the  Regional  Counsel,  Southwest 
Region,  Federal  Aviation  Administration, 
P.O.  Box  1689,  Fort  Worth,  Texas 
76101.  All  communications  received  on  or 
before  June  22,  1976,  will  be  considered 
by  the  Director  before  taking  action  upon 
the  proposed  rule.  The  proposals  con¬ 
tained  in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in 
the  light  of  comments  received.  All  com¬ 
ments  will  be  available,  both  before  and 
after  the  closing  date  for  comments,  in 
the  office  of  the  Regional  Counsel  for 
examination  by  interested  persons. 

(Sections  313(a),  601,  and  603  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1354(a),  1421, 
1423)  and  of  Section  6(c)  of  the  Department 
of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(e)).) 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it  is 
proposed  to  amend  §  39.13  of  Part  39  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  by  add¬ 
ing  the  following  new  airworthiness  di¬ 
rective: 

Beix.  Applies  to  Model  206L  helicopter.  Serial 
Numbers  46006  through  46020,  with  fuel 
valve  Part  Number  206-063-640-1  in¬ 
stalled,  certificated  In  all  categories. 


Compliance  required  within  the  next  100 
hours  time  In  service  after  the  effective  date 
of  this  AD,  unless  already  accomplished. 

To  prevent  failure  of  fuel  system  com¬ 
ponents  due  to  excessive  pressure  from 
thermal  expansion  of  thfe  fuel  after  engine 
shutdown,  remove  fuel  shutoff  valve  P/N 
206-063-640-1  and  replace  it  with  fuel  shutoff 
valve  P/N  206-063-640-3. 

Bell  Helicopter  Textron  Service  Bulletin 
No.  206L-76-2  pertains  to  this  subject  and 
provides  approved  instructions  for  this  re¬ 
placement  activity. 

Issued  in  Fort  Worth,  Texas,  on  May 
4,  1976. 

Henry  L.  Newmann, 
Director  Southwest  Region. 

[FR  Doc  76-14670  Filed  5-19-76;8:45  am] 


[  14  CFR  Part  39  ] 

1  Docket  No.  76-NE-18] 

PRATT  &  WHITNEY  JT9D  MODEL  ENGINES 

Airworthiness  Directive;  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rulemaking 

Amendement  39-2109  (40  FR  8544), 
AD  75-05-16,  as  amended  by  Amend¬ 
ment  39-2137  (40  FR  12773),  requires 
a  measurement  of  the  No.  3  Compart¬ 
ment  breather  tube  temperature  on  Pratt 
and  Whitney  Aircraft  JT9D  -3 A,  -7, 
-7H,  -7A,  -7AH,  -7F  and  -20  turbofan 
engines.  After  issuing  Amendment  39- 
2137,  due  to  service  experience,  the 
agency  determined  that  an  engine  suc¬ 
cessfully  checked  per  the  existing  AD 
can  experience  a  No.  3  bearing  compart¬ 
ment  fire  prior  to  the  next  required 
breather  temperature  measurement. 

Therefore,  the  agency  is  considering 
superseding  Amendment  31-2109,  as 
amended,  with  a  new  AD  that  would  re¬ 
quire  a  repetitive  No.  3  breather  tem¬ 
perature  measurement,  with  the  intervals 
dependent  on  the  temperature  margin. 
In  addition,  the  AD  would  require  the 
replacement  of  the  present  steel  breather 
the  elbow  P/N  708237  with  a  magnesium 
elbow  P/N  613265  to  improve  the  capa¬ 
bility  of  promptly  detecting  compart¬ 
ment  fires. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  making  of  the  proposed 
rule  by  submitting  such  written  data, 
views,  or  arguments  as  they  may  desire. 
Communications  should  identify  the 
docket  number  and  be  submitted  in  du¬ 
plicate  to  the  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration,  the  New  England  Region,  Atten¬ 
tion:  Regional  Counsel,  Airworthiness 
Rules  Docket,  12  New  England  Executive 
Park,  Burlington,  Massachusetts  01803. 

All  communications  received  on  or  be¬ 
fore  June  21,  1976,  will  be  considered 
before  taking  action  upon  the  proposed 
rule.  The  proposals  contained  in  this  no¬ 
tice  may  be  changed  in  the  light  of  com¬ 
ments  received. 


All  comments  will  be  available,  both 
before  and  after  the  closing  date  for 
comments,  in  the  Office  of  the  Regional 
Counsel  for  examination  by  interested 
persons. 

(Sec.  313(a),  601,  and  603  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1354(a),  1421, 
1423)  and  of  section  6(o)  of  the  Department 
of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)).) 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it 
is  proposed  to  amend  §  39.13  of  Part  39 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations,  by 
adding  the  following  new  airworthiness 
directive: 

Pratt  &  Whitney  Aircraft.  Applies  to  all 
Pratt  &  Whitney  Models  JT9D,  -3A,  -7, 
-7H,  -7A,  -7F  and  -20  turbofan  engines. 

L  To  prevent  possible  engine  fires  due  to 
excessive  No.  3  bearing  compartment  laby¬ 
rinth  seal  clearances,  accomplish  the  fol¬ 
lowing: 

A.  Measure  the  breather  air  temperature  In 
accordance  with  Pratt  &  Whitney  Bulletin 
No.  4391,  dated  February  19,  1975,  or  later 
FAA  approved  revision,  whenever  any  of  the 
foUowlng  major  engine  sections  have  been  or 
are  removed  or  replaced : 

1.  Intermediate  case. 

2.  Rear  compressor  rotor  and  stator  as¬ 
sembly. 

3.  Rear  compressor  drive  turbine  rotor  as¬ 
sembly  due  to:  a.  Turbine  blade  root  frac¬ 
ture,  b.  Multiple  turbine  blade  airfoil  frac¬ 
ture,  c.  Failure  that  causes  release  of  any 
other  rotating  part. 

4.  Front  compressor  drive  turbine  rotor  as¬ 
sembly  due  to  loss  of  complete  blade. 

5.  Turbine  exhaust  case  due  to  loose  or 
missing  tailcone. 

6.  Diffuser  case. 

B.  Compare  the  measured  breather  air 
temperature  with  the  limit  defined  by  Pratt 
&  Whitney,  Curve  4391,  dated  February  14, 
1975,  and  accomplish  the  following: 

1.  If  the  measured  breather  air  temperature 
is  above  the  limit,  remove  the  engine  from 
service  prior  to  further  flight. 

2.  If  the  measured  breather  air  tempera¬ 
ture  is  below  the  limit,  accomplish  a  repeti¬ 
tive  temperature  check  in  accordance  with 
the  following  schedule,  or  100  hours  after 
the  effective  date  of  this  revision,  whichever 
Is  later: 

Inspection 


interval 

Temperature  margin:  '  (in  hours) 

Less  than  6*  C _  100 

5*  C  but  less  than  10*  C _  300 

10*  C  but  less  than  15*  C _  500 

15*  C  but  less  than  20*  C _  700 

20*  C  or  greater _ _ _ 1,  000 


C.  If  the  breather  temperature  margin  as 
described  above  remains  within  the  same 
temperature  category  for  three  consecutive 
checks,  the  repetitive  Inspection  requirement 
of  paragraphs  I  b.2.  may  be  discontinued 
until  the  next  time  a  major  engine  section, 
described  by  paragraph  A,  is  removed  or  re¬ 
placed. 

II.  To  Improve  the  capability  of  promptly 
detecting  compartment  fires,  replace  main 
bearing  breather  tube  steel  elbow  P/N  708237 
with  magnesium  elbow  P/N  613235  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  Pratt  ft  Whitney  Service  Bulletin 
4560,  dated  March  9,  1976,  or  later  FAA  ap¬ 
proved  revision,  no  later  than  December  31, 
1976. 

Upon  request  of  the  operator,  an 
equivalent  method  of  compliance  with 
the  requirements  of  this  AD  may  be  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Chief,  Engineering  and 
Manufacturing  Branch,  Federal  Avia- 
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tion  Administration,  New  England 
Region. 

The  manufacturer’s  specifications  and 
procedures  identified  and  described  in 
this  directive  are  incorporated  herein 
and  made  a  part  hereof  pursuant  to  5 
U.S.C.  552(a)  (1).  All  persons  affected  by 
this  directive  who  have  not  already  re¬ 
ceived  these  documents  from  the  manu¬ 
facturer  may  obtain  copies  upon  request 
to  Pratt  &  Whitney  Aircraft,  Division  of 
United  Technologies  Corporation,  400 
Main  Street,  East  Hartford,  Connecticut 
06108.  These  documents  may  also  be  ex¬ 
amined  at  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion,  New  England  Region,  12  New  Eng¬ 
land  Executive  Park,  Burlington,  Mas¬ 
sachusetts,  and  at  FAA  Headquarters, 
800  Independence  Avenue,  S.W.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  A  historical  file  on  this  AD 
which  includes  the  incorporated  mate¬ 
rial  in  full  is  maintained  by  the  FAA  at 
its  headquarters  in  Washington,  D.C., 
and  at  New  England  Region. 

This  supersedes  Amendment  39-2109 
(40  FR  8544),  AD  75-05-16,  as  amended 
by  Amendment  39-2137  (40  FR  12773). 

Issued  in  Burlington,  Massachusetts, 
on  May  11, 1976. 

Note. — The  incorporation  by  reference  pro¬ 
visions  in  this  document  was  approved  by 
the  Director  of  the  Federal  Register  June  19, 
1967. 

Quentin  S.  Taylor, 
Director,  New  England  Region. 

[FR  Doc .76-1 4669  Filed  5-19-76; 8:45  am] 


[14CFR  Part  71] 

[  Airspace  Docket  No.  76-GL-18] 

ALTERATION  OF  TRANSITION  AREA 
Proposed  Change  for  Milwaukee,  Wisconsin 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
is  considering  amending  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to 
alter  the  transition  area  at  Milwaukee. 
Wisconsin. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rule  making  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views,  or  arguments 
as  they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the 
Director,  Great  Lakes  Region,  Attention : 
Chief.  Air  Traffic  Division,  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration,  2300  East  Devon, 
Des  Plaines,  Illinois  60018.  All  communi¬ 
cations  received  on  or  before  June  21, 
1976.  will  be  considered  before  action  is 
taken  on  the  proposed  amendment.  No 
public  hearing  is  contemplated  at  this 
time,  but  arrangements  for  informal 
conferences  with  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration  officials  may  be  made  by 
contacting  the  Regional  Air  Traffic  Di¬ 
vision  Chief. 

Any  data,  views,  or  arguments  pre¬ 
sented  during  such  conferences  must 
also  be  submitted  in  writing  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  this  notice  in  order  to  become 
part  of  the  record  for  consideration.  The 
proposal  contained  in  this  notice  may 
be  changed  in  the  light  of  comments 
received. 

A  public  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  in  the 
Office  of  the  Regional  Counsel,  Federal 


Aviation  Administration,  2300  East  De¬ 
von,  Des  Plaines,  Illinois  60018. 

A  new  instrument  approach  procedure 
has  been  developed  for  the  Horliek- 
Racine  Airport,  Wisconsin. 

The  controlled  airspace  for  the  protec¬ 
tion  of  Horlick-Racine  procedures  is  con¬ 
tained  in  the  description  of  the  Milwau¬ 
kee,  Wisconsin  transition  area  and  will 
require  a  small  change  to  protect  this 
procedure. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration  pro¬ 
poses  to  amend  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  as  hereinafter  set 
forth : 

In  §  71.181  (41  FR  440),  the  following 
transition  area  is  amended  to  read : 
Milwaukee,  Wisconsin 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  9-mile  radius 
of  General  Mitchell  Field  (latitude  42°56'51" 
N.,  longitude  87°53'58”  W.);  within  an  8-mile 
radius  of  the  Horlick-Racine  Airport  (lati¬ 
tude  42°45’45”  N.,  longitude  87°49'00”  W.); 
within  an  8-mile  radius  of  the  Timmerman 
Airport  (latitude  43° 06 '40"  N„  longitude 
88°02'00”  W.);  within  a  6  Vi -mile  radius  of 
the  Waukesha  County  Airport  (latitude 
43°02’25"  N„  longitude  88°14’00”  W.);  and 
within  3  miles  each  side  of  the  274°  bearing 
from  the  Waukesha  County  Airport  extend¬ 
ing  from  the  6  Vi -mile  radius  area  to  7  Vi 
miles  west  of  the  airport. 

(Section  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348),  and  of  Section  6(c) 
of  the  Department  of  Transportation  Act 
(49  U.S.C.  1655(c)).) 

Issued  in  Des  Plaines,  Illinois  on 
April  27.  1976. 

John  M.  Cyrocki, 
Director,  Great  Lakes  Region. 

[FR  Doc.76-14601  Filed  5-19-76:8:45  am] 


[ 14  CFR  Part  71 ] 

[AUspace  Docket  No.  76-WE-13] 

ALTERATION  OF  TRANSITION  AREA 
Proposed  Change  for  Red  Bluff,  California 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
is  considering  an  amendment  to  Part  71 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  that 
would  alter  the  description  of  the  Red 
Bluff,  California  Transition  Area. 

A  new  Standard  Instrument  Depar¬ 
ture  Procedure  (SID)  is  being  developed 
for  the  Redding  Municipal  Airport, 
Redding,  California.  Alteration  of  the 
transition  area  is  necessary  to  provide 
controlled  airspace  for  this  procedure 
during  the  early  phase  of  the  climb. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rule  making  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views,  or  arguments 
as  they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the 
Chief,  Airspace  and  Procedures  Branch, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  15000 
Aviation  Boulevard,  Lawndale,  Cali¬ 
fornia  90261.  All  communications  re¬ 
ceived  on  or  before  June  21,  1976,  will 
be  considered  before  action  is  taken  on 
the  proposed  amendment.  No  public 
hearing  is  contemplated  at  this  time,  but 
arrangements  for  informal  conferences 
with  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
officials  may  be  made  by  contacting  the 
Regional  Air  Traffic  Division  Chief.  Any 


data,  views,  or  arguments  presented  dur¬ 
ing  such  conferences  must  also  be  sub¬ 
mitted  in  writing  in  accordance  with 
this  notice  in  order  to  become  part  of  the 
record  for  consideration.  The  proposal 
contained  in  this  notice  may  be  changed 
in  the  light  of  comments  received. 

A  public  document  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  in 
the  Office  of  the  Regional  Counsel,  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Administration,  15000  Avia¬ 
tion  Boulevard,  Lawndale,  California 
90261. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
FAA  proposes  the  following  airspace 
action.* 

In  §  71.181  (41  F.R.  440)  the  descrip¬ 
tion  of  the  Red  Bluff,  California  Transi¬ 
tion  Area  is  amended  by  inserting  after 
the  words  “56  miles  N.  of  the  VORTAC.’’ 
the  following:  “*  *  *  and  that  airspace 
NE  AND  E  of  Red  Bluff  within  an  arc 
of  a  24-mile  radius  circle  centered  on  the 
Red  Bluff  VORTAC,  extending  from  the 
Red  Bluff  VORTAC  015°  radial  clock¬ 
wise  via  the  24-mile  arc  to  longitude 
40°00'00"  W.” 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958,  as  amended,  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a)),  and 
of  Sec.  6(c)  of  the  Department  of  Trans¬ 
portation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)).) 

Issued  in  Los  Angeles,  California  on 
May  10,  1976. 

Lynn  L.  Hink, 

Acting  Director, 
Western  Region. 

|FR  Doc.14602  Filed  5-19-76:8:45  amj 


[  14  CFR  Part  73  ] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  76-GL-14] 

ALTERATION  OF  RESTRICTED  AREA 
Proposed  Relocation  Across  Lake  Michigan 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
(FAA)  is  considering  an  amendment  to 
Part  73  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  that  would  relocate  Restricted 
Area  R-6905A  and  R-6905B  across  Lake 
Michigan. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rule  making  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views  or  arguments 
as  they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  identify  the  airspace  docket 
number  and  be  submitted  in  triplicate 
to  the  Director,  Great  Lakes  Region, 
Attention:  Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  2300 
East  Devon.  Des  Plaines,  Ill.  60018.  All 
communications  received  on  or  before 
June  21,  1976  will  be  considered  before 
action  is  taken  on  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment.  The  proposal  contained  in  this 
notice  may  be  changed  in  the  light  of 
comments  received. 

An  official  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  at 
the  Federal  Aviation  Administration. 
Office  of  the  Chief  Counsel,  Attention: 
Rules  Docket,  AGC-24,  800  Independ¬ 
ence  Avenue,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20591.  An  informal  docket  also  will  be 


1  Map  filed  as  part  of  the  original  docu¬ 
ment. 
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available  for  examination  at  the  office 
of  the  Regional  Air  Traffic  Division 
Chief.  Request  for  copies  of  this  Notice 
of  Proposed  Rule  Making  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed  to  the  Federal  Aviation  Admin¬ 
istration,  Office  of  Public  Affairs,  Atten¬ 
tion:  Public  Information  Center,  APA- 
230,  800  Independence  Avenue,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20591. 

The  proposed  amendment  would  re¬ 
locate  Restricted  Area  R-6905A  slightly 
north  of  its  current  location  to  permit 
scientific  observations  at  the  land/  water 
interface.  R-6905B  would  be  relocated 
to  be  separated  from  R-6903  to  avoid 
conflict  with  that  restricted  area. 

The  proposal  would  amend  8  73.69  as 
follows: 

1.  R-6905A — LAKE  MICHIGAN 

Boundaries.  Within  V/a  NM  each  side  of  a 
direct  line  between  coordinates  Lat. 
44*17'00”  N.,  Long.  87*32'00"  W„  and  Lat. 
44*06’00"  N.,  Long.  86°29'00"  W.,  ending  at 
the  shoreline. 

Designated  altitude.  Surface  to  6,000  feet 
MSL. 

Time  of  use.  As  activated  by  NOTAM,  12 
hours  in  advanoe. 

Controlling  agency.  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration,  Chicago  ARTC  Center. 

Using  agency.  University  of  Wisconsin. 

2.  H-6906B — LAKE  MICHIGAN 

Boundaries.  Within  1  \'2  NM  each  side  of  a 
direct  line  between  coordinates  Lat. 
44*09'00"  N.,  Long.  86°56'30"  W„  and  Lat. 
WIS'OO"  N.,  Long.  87*10'00"  W. 

Designated  altitude.  Surface  to  6,000  feet 
MSL. 

Time  of  use.  As  activated  by  NOTAM,  12 
hours  in  advance. 

Controlling  agency.  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration,  Chicago  ARTC  Center. 

Using  agency.  University  of  Wisconsin. 

The  current  restricted  areas  were 
designated  to  enable  the  University  of 
Wisconsin  to  conduct  a  meteorological 
study  of  the  lower  atmosphere  across 
Lake  Michigan.  The  boundaries  of  the 
restricted  areas  were  constrained  to  the 
ferry  route  between  Manitowoc,  Lud- 
lngton  and  Milwaukee  as  the  ferry  was 
the  surface  vessel  used  In  the  meteoro¬ 
logical  studies.  The  studies  are  being 
conducted  from  a  vessel  operated  by  the 
University  of  Wisconsin  and  that  vessel 
is  not  constrained  to  these  routings. 
Modification  of  the  restricted  area 
boundaries  will  permit  the  test  to  be 
conducted  at  shoreline  locations  not 
currently  permitted  because  of  the  pres¬ 
ent  restricted  areas’  proximity  to 
airports.1 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1968  (49  UB.C.  1348(a))  and  Sec.  6(c)  of 
the  Department  of  Transportation  Act 
(49  U.8.C.  1666(c)).) 

Issued  In  Washington,  D.C.,  on 
May  11, 1976. 

Edward  J.  Malo, 

Chief,  Airspace  and 
Air  Traffic  Rules  Division. 

|FR  Doc.76-14466  Filed  6-19-76:8:46  ami 


*  Map  filed  as  part  of  the  original  docu¬ 
ment. 


National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration 

[  23  CFR  Part  1204  ] 

[Docket  76-2;  Notice  2[ 

HIGHWAY  SAFETY  PROGRAM  STANDARDS 
Notice  of  Public  Meetings 

This  notice  announces  that  the  Na¬ 
tional  Highway  Traffic  Safety  Admin¬ 
istration  (NHTSA)  will  hold  public 
meetings  to  discuss  a  proposed  revision' 
of  the  highway  safety  program  standards 
issued  under  the  Highway  Safety  Act 
of  1966. 

The  highway  safety  program  stand¬ 
ards  were  originally  promulgated  in  1967. 
After  the  addition  of  two  standards  in 
1972,  the  total  number  of  standards 
stands  at  18,  of  which  14  are  admin¬ 
istered  wholly  by  NHTSA,  3  by  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Highway  Administration  (FHWA) , 
and  1  jointly  by  the  two  agencies.  The 
standards  are  codified  as  Part  1204.4  of 
Title  23,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations. 

By  advance  notice  of  January  22,  1976 
(41  FR  3315) ,  NHTSA  proposed  to  revise 
the  standards  it  administers.  To  encour¬ 
age  full  participation  in  the  rulemaking 
process  by  all  interested  persons,  NHTSA 
proposed  in  the  advance  notice  to  hold 
at  least  four  public  meetings  to  discuss 
the  proposed  revision.  Five  meetings  are 
hereby  scheduled  as  follows: 

Tuesday,  June  16,  1976 — Washington,  D.C., 
Federal  Aviation  Administration  Audito¬ 
rium,  800  Independence  Ave.,  S.W. 

Tuesday,  June  22,  1978 — San  Francisco, 
California,  Room  13460,  Federal  Building, 
460  Golden  Gate  Ave. 

Thursday,  June  24,  1976 — Denver,  Colo¬ 
rado,  Poet  Office  Auditorium,  1823  Stout 
Street. 

Tuesday,  June  29,  1976 — Atlanta,  Geor¬ 
gia,  Room  401,  Georgia  Dept,  of  Transpor¬ 
tation  Bldg.,  No.  2,  Capitol  Square. 

Thursday,  July  1,  1976 — Kansas  City,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Room  140,  New  Federal  Office  Build¬ 
ing.  601  E.  12th  Street. 

The  meetings  will  be  held  from  9:00 
a.m.  to  12:00  p.m.  and  from  1:30  p.m.  to 
4:00  pm. 

The  meetings  will  be  informal  in  na¬ 
ture  and  will  be  conducted  by  a  senior 
NHTSA  official  representing  the  Associ¬ 
ate  Administrator,  Traffic  Safety  Pro¬ 
grams  (TSP) . 

All  interested  persons  are  invited  to 
attend  the  meetings  and  to  present  oral 
or  written  comments  concerning  the 
proposed  revision  of  the  NHTSA  stand¬ 
ards.  Persons  making  oral  statements 
are  encouraged  to  submit  their  com¬ 
ments  in  written  form  either  at  the 
meeting  or  by  mail. 

The  sequence  of  speakers  at  each 
meeting  will  be  based  on  the  order  of 
registration.  Persons  who  wish  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  speak  are  requested  to  reg¬ 
ister  in  advance  of  the  meeting  by  noti¬ 
fying  NHTSA  of  the  meeting  date  and 
city,  and  the  approximate  length  of 
their  presentation.  Requests  for  advance 
registration  are  to  be  mailed  to  Docket 
No.  76-2,  National  Highway  Traffic 
Safety  Administration,  Room  5108,  400 
Seventh  Street,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20590  or  by  calling  Mr.  Len  Tabor  at 


(202)  426-9581.  Further  general  infor¬ 
mation  may  also  be  obtained  by  calling 
this  number. 

The  standards  affected  by  the  pro¬ 
posed  revision  are  designated  as  follows : 

Standard  No. 

1.  Periodic  motor  vehicle  Inspection. 

2  Motor  vehicle  registration. 

3  Motorcycle  safety. 

4  Driver  education. 

5  Driver  licensing. 

6  Codes  and  laws. 

7  Traffic  courts. 

8  Alcohol  in  relation  to  highway  safety. 

10  Traffic  records. 

11  Emergency  medical  services. 

14  Pedestrian  safety  (pedestrian-related 

aspects) . 

15  Police  traffic  services. 

16  Debris  hazard  control  and  cleanup. 

17  Pupil  transportation  safety. 

18  Accident  investigation  and  reporting. 

Persons  who  do  not  have  access  to  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  may  obtain 
copies  of  the  standards  by  writing  to: 

Mr.  Charles  Livingston,  Director,  Office  of 
Driver  and  Pedestrian  Programs,  National 
Highway  Traffic  Safety  Administration,  400 
Seventh  Street,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20590. 

The  standards  as  currently  written  re¬ 
quire  the  States  to  implement  specific 
countermeasures,  such  as  classified 
drivers’  licenses,  periodic  motor  vehicle 
inspection,  and  implied  consent  legisla¬ 
tion.  Since  the  standards  were  issued, 
experience  and  research  have  increased 
the  agency’s  knowledge  and  insight  into 
traffic  crash  countermeasures  and  per¬ 
formance  specifications.  Consequently, 
the  revision  process  is  designed  to  ac¬ 
complish  the  following  purposes: 

1.  Elimination  of  conflicts,  incon¬ 
sistencies  and  duplication  among  the 
standards. 

2.  Incorporation  into  the  standards  of 
new  techniques  and  countermeasures 
developed  through  research  and  empiri¬ 
cal  testing. 

3.  Increasing  the  performance  orienta¬ 
tion  of  the  standards  and  their  perti¬ 
nence  to  crash  reduction. 

4.  Improving  the  evaluation  of  the 
standards’  effectiveness. 

To  further  improve  the  standards. 
NHTSA  is  considering  a  new  conceptual 
format.  As  pointed  out  in  the  January  22 
notice,  it  appears  that  some  standards 
are  too  narrow  to  deal  with  the  specific 
and  localized  problems  which  a  State 
may  experience,  and  that  the  require¬ 
ment  to  implement  them  across  the 
board  may  not  be  appropriate  in  every 
Instance. 

NHTSA  realizes  that  States  need  flex¬ 
ibility  in  their  programming  efforts  and 
that  the  nature  and  magnitude  of  high¬ 
way  safety  problems  and  programs  vary 
between  and  within  the  States.  There 
are,  however,  generally  applicable  na¬ 
tional  requirements  which  can  success¬ 
fully  be  applied  in  all  States  and  lead 
to  a  uniformity  and  consistency  of  di¬ 
rection  and  purpose. 

To  accommodate  the  desire  of  the 
States  for  maximum  flexibility  in  es¬ 
tablishing  the  elements  of  their  highway 
safety  program,  while  also  satisfying  the 
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Congressional  mandate  for  uniform 
standards,  NHTSA  is  considering  a  new 
approach  in  revising  the  safety  stand¬ 
ards.  The  proposed  standard  format 
would  be  divided  into  two  basic  elements. 
The  first  element  would  consist  of  mini¬ 
mum  performance  requirements  for  all 
States,  but  would  be  considerably  less 
comprehensive  than  previous  highway 
safety  program  standards.  The  second 
element  would  consist  of  a  second  level 
of  supplementary  requirements.  Each 
State  would  be  required  to  enter  into  a 
highway  safety  program  which  includes 
second  level  activities  based  upon  prob¬ 
lems  identified  within  that  State.  The 
specific  activities  carried  out  by  a  par¬ 
ticular  State  would  be  determined  co¬ 
operatively  by  the  State  and  the  NHTSA. 
In  this  way,  a  State  could  tailor  a  special 
program  to  most  effectively  meet  the 
needs  of  highway  safety  in  its  own  juris¬ 
diction. 

The  concept  of  a  bilevel  standard  is 
a  new  departure  by  the  NHTSA,  but  is 
fully  warranted  by  the  growing  sophis¬ 
tication  of  the  States  in  analyzing  and 
evaluating  their  highway  safety  prob¬ 
lems  and  potential.  Likewise,  the  role  of 
the  Federal  Government  as  a  resource 
upon  whose  expertise  the  States  can  draw 
rather  than  the  architect  of  State  and 
local  programs  is  consistent  with  the  con¬ 
cept  of  Federal-State  partnership  and 
the  principles  of  management  by  objec¬ 
tives. 

(Pub.  L.  89-564,  80  Stat.  731,  23  U.S.C.  401- 
406,  as  amended.) 

Issued  on:  May  18, 1976. 

Fred  W.  Vetter,  Jr., 
Associate  Administrator 
for  Traffic  Safety. 

[PR  Doc  76-14887  Filed  5-18-76:11:17  ami 


[  49  CFR  Part  571  ] 

[Docket  No.  75-16;  Notice  081 

FEDERAL  MOTOR  VEHICLE  SAFETY 
STANDARDS 

Proposed  Bus  Air  Brake  Systems 

This  notice  responds  to  a  petition  for 
reconsideration  of  a  recent  amendment 
of  Standard  No.  121,  Air  Brake  Systems, 
by  proposing  an  extension  from  Janu¬ 
ary  1,  1977,  to  September  1,  1977,  of  the 
existing  suspension  of  service  brake 
stopping  distance  requirements  as  they 
apply  to  buses. 

Standard  No.  121  (49  CFR  571.121) 
regulates  the  braking  system  perform¬ 
ance  of  air-braked  trucks,  buses,  and 
trailers.  The  standard  has  been  in  effect 
for  trailers  since  January  1, 1975,  and  for 
trucks  and  buses  since  March  1,  1975. 
Following  implementation  of  the  require¬ 
ments  for  buses,  a  pattern  of  erratic 
behavior  developed  in  the  performance 
of  the  antilock  system  used  by  manu¬ 
facturers  of  transit  and  intercity  buses 
to  satisfy  the  “no  lockup”  requirements 
of  the  standard  (S5.3.1).  At  an  October 
1975  public  meeting  the  bus  operators 
and  manufacturers  involved  reviewed 
their  experiences  with  implementation 
of  the  standard  and  expressed  their 


view's  on  potential  safety  hazards  of 
antilock  malfunction.  Based  on  these 
and  other  reports,  the  NHTSA  proposed 
a  suspension  of  the  service  brake  stop¬ 
ping  distance  requirements  (including 
the  “no  lockup”  requirement)  to  provide 
a  period  in  which  modified  antilock 
hardware  and  newly-introduced  systems 
could  be  field-evaluated  (40  FR  52856, 
November  13,  1975).  The  proposed  sus¬ 
pension  of  1  year  until  January  1,  1977, 
was  made  final  January  6,  1976  (41  FR 
1598,  January  9,  1976).  Several  vehicle 
manufacturers  and  user  groups  had 
argued  that  the  suspension  should  be  for 
a  longer  period.  Transportation  Manu¬ 
facturing  Corporation  (TMC) ,  a  manu¬ 
facturer  of  intercity  buses,  petitioned  for 
reconsideration  of  the  January  1,  1977, 
termination  date  of  the  suspension.  TMC 
did  not  indicate  what  it  considered  to  be 
a  reasonable  time  for  suspension.  Motor 
Coach  Industries,  Inc.,  another  manu¬ 
facturer  of  intercity  buses,  requested  an 
extension  of  the  suspension  until  at  least 
July  1, 1977. 

In  establishing  a  1-year  suspension, 
the  agency  stated  that  it  would  actively 
monitor  the  field  evaluation  of  improved 
antilock  systems  being  undertaken  by 
the  bus  manufacturers,  and  would  fur¬ 
ther  evaluate  requests  for  a  longer  sus¬ 
pension.  To  date,  the  plans  of  Rockwell 
International  Corporation,  the  major 
antilock  component  supplier  for  buses, 
and  Motor  Coach  Industries  have  been 
reviewed.  Requests  for  data  are  also  be¬ 
ing  made  to  other  manufacturers  of 
buses  and  to  General  Motors  as  a  poten¬ 
tial  supplier  of  antilock  components  to 
this  portion  of  the  industry.  In  addition, 
the  American  Public  Transit  Association 
(APTA)  has  indicated  that  it  will  under¬ 
take  a  program  of  systematic  investiga¬ 
tion  of  any  antilock  devices  proposed  for 
use  on  transit  buses. 

It  has  become  apparent  that  insuffi¬ 
cient  opportunity  is  available  between 
now  and  January  1, 1977,  to  generate  and 
analyze  adequate  data  to  make  a  sound 
decision  in  time  to  permit  orderly  plan¬ 
ning  of  bus  production.  The  agency  con¬ 
siders  it  desirable  to  have  the  experience 
of  a  full  year  of  antilock  operation  in  all 
environmental  conditions,  particularly 
in  the  winter  season.  Field  testing  of 
improved  devices  is  now  underway. 
Timely  reporting  by  those  conducting 
field  evaluations  should  permit  a  decision 
by  June  1,  1977,  on  the  readiness  of  the 
new  antilock  systems  for  production  and 
regular  highway  servcie.  Based  on  a 
decision  by  that  date,  the  NHTSA  pro¬ 
poses  that  the  service  brake  stopping 
distances  be  reinstated  on  September  1, 
1977. 

The  NHTSA  will  make  available  in  the 
docket  the  information  on  progress  of 
the  field  evaluation  that  can  be  made 
public.  It  is  likely  that  the  itemized  re¬ 
sults  of  testing  by  Individual  manufac¬ 
turers  may  be  entitled  to  confidential 
treatment  as  proprietary  information.  To 
the  degree  possible,  the  results  will  be 
summarized  in  a  fashion  that  permits 
their  review  by  Interested  persons  with¬ 
out  disclosing  the  identity  of  the  report¬ 
ing  company. 
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APTA  proposed  the  formation  of  a 
joint  government-industry  panel  to  over¬ 
see  the  testing  program  and  to  evaluate 
antilock  equipment  for  transit  buses.  The 
NHTSA  considers  APTA’s  proposal  to  be 
inconsistent  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Administrative  Procedures  Act  (5  U.S.C. 
§  553)  and  agency  regulations,  since  the 
agency  must  consider  all  comments  (e.g., 
those  of  other  associations,  consumer 
groups,  manufacturers,  individuals)  in 
making  its  decision.  However,  the  APTA 
comments  are  expected  to  be  a  major 
factor  in  any  decision  and  the  NHTSA 
intends  to  coordinate  with  the  APTA  in 
its  study,  consistent  with  NHTSA  regu¬ 
lations. 

The  NHTSA  has  studied  whether 
school  buses  should  be  included  in  the 
suspension  beyond  January  1, 1977.  Little 
information  has  been  developed  that 
would  demonstrate  that  the  distinctive 
school  bus  stop-and-go  cycle  has  resulted 
in  the  same  “false  signal”  problems  as 
those  of  transit  operations.  Also  the  com¬ 
petitive  problem  cited  earlier  as  a  reason 
to  include  school  buses  in  the  suspension 
would  continue  to  exist  between  those 
school  buses  that  utilize  the  transit  type 
system  and  those  that  do  not  if  only 
some  school  buses  were  included  in  the 
suspension.  The  agency  concludes  that 
it  is  prudent  to  maintain  the  suspension 
for  an  additional  9  months  in  school 
buses  as  well  as  transit  and  intercity 
buses. 

General  Motors  Corporation  (GM) ,  in 
its  comments  on  the  initial  suspension 
proposal,  asked  for  consideration  of  an 
extension  of  the  emergency  braking 
stopping  distance.  Because  of  the  unique 
configuration  of  the  braking  system  de¬ 
signed  for  its  new  transit  bus,  GM  will 
not  be  able  to  utilize  the  lower-coefficient 
linings  that  are  usable  by  other  transit 
buses  to  meet  the  recently-extended  serv¬ 
ice  brake  stopping  distances.  The  emer¬ 
gency  braking  performance  of  the  new 
bus  does  comply  with  requirements  in 
braking  up  to  speeds  of  45  mph,  but  not 
to  the  60-mph  requirements  required  of 
vehicles  capable  of  that  speed. 

The  maximum  permissible  stopping 
distance  for  emergency  braking  perform¬ 
ance  60  mph  is  613  feet.  GM  data  indi¬ 
cate  that  this  distance  would  have  to  be 
substantially  extended  to  permit  use  of 
lower-coefficient  linings  without  a  modi¬ 
fication  of  their  braking  system.  The 
NHTSA  concludes  that  it  would  not  be  in 
the  public  interest  to  extend  the  emer¬ 
gency  stopping  distance.  The  agency  also 
has  decided  not  to  limit  the  emergency 
stop  to  45  mph.  Although  that  speed  is 
rarely  exceeded  in  transit  operations,  the 
standard  already  provides  for  limiting 
emergency  performance  to  speeds  of 
which  the  vehicle  is  capable.  The  exist¬ 
ing  requirement  permits  adequate  op¬ 
portunity  for  GM  and  others  to  utilize 
linings  that  perform  well  only  at  lower 
speeds  by  limiting  the  top  speed  of  their 
vehicles.  However,  if  operators  desire  ve¬ 
hicles  which  will  be  capable  of  higher 
speeds,  they  must  be  built  to  meet  the 
requirements  for  those  speeds.  Accord- 
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ingly,  the  agency  has  determined  not  to 
act  favorably  on  the  GM  request. 

In  accordance  with  recently-enunci¬ 
ated  Department  of  Transportation  pol- 
licy  encouraging  adequate  analysis  of 
the  costs  and  other  consequences  of  reg¬ 
ulatory  actions -(41  PR  16201,  April  16, 
1976) ,  the  NHTSA  has  evaluated  the  eco¬ 
nomic  and  other  consequences  of  this 
proposal  on  the  public  and  private  sec¬ 
tors,  including  possible  loss  of  safety 
benefits.  In  this  case  the  extension  of  the 
suspension  does  not  necessitate  new  ex¬ 
penditures  for  compliance  with  the  stand¬ 
ard.  The  manufacturers  undertaking 
test  programs  indicate  that  these  pro¬ 
grams  are  being  undertaken  independ¬ 
ently  of  the  length  of  the  suspension. 
The  manufacturers  of  antilock  systems 
whose  markets  would  be  most  adversely 
affected  by  the  suspension  indicate  their 
desire  for  a  longer  evaluation  period.  The 
safety  consequences  of  the  longer  sus¬ 
pension  have  already  been  discussed. 
Therefore,  the  agency  concludes  that  the 
proposal  should  be  issued  as  set  forth  In 
this  notice. 

For  the  benefit  of  interested  persons, 
it  is  noted  that  Dockets  74-10  and  75-5 
involve  rulemaking  on  air  brake  systems 
that  is  related  to  this  proposal. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it 
is  proposed  that  section  S5.3.1  of  Stand¬ 
ard  No.  121  <49  CFR  571.121)  be  amend¬ 
ed  by  changing  the  date  of  “January  1, 
1977“  to  “September  1, 1977”. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  comments  on  the  proposal.  Com¬ 
ments  should  refer  to  the  docket  number 
and  be  submitted  to:  Docket  Section,  Na¬ 
tional  Highway  Traffic  Safety  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Room  5108,  400  Seventh  Street, 
S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20590.  It  is  re¬ 
quested  but  not  required  that  10  copies 
be  submitted. 

All  comments  received  before  the  close 
of  business  on  the  comment  closing  date 
indicated  below  will  be  considered,  and 
will  be  available  for  examination  in  the 
docket  at  the  above  address  both  before 
and  after  that  date.  To  the  extent  possi¬ 
ble,  comments  filed  after  the  closing  date 
will  also  be  considered.  However,  the 
rulemaking  action  may  proceed  at  any 
time  after  that  date,  and  comments  re¬ 
ceived  after  the  closing  date  and  too  late 
for  consideration  in  regard  to  the  action 
will  be  treated  as  suggestions  for  future 
rulemaking.  The  NHTSA  will  continue 
to  file  relevant  material  as  it  becomes 
available  in  the  docket  after  the  closing 
date,  and  it  is  recommended  that  inter¬ 
ested  persons  continue  to  examine  the 
docket  for  new  material. 

Comment  closing  date:  July  1, 1976. 

Proposed  effective  date:  Date  of  publi¬ 
cation  of  the  final  rule  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

(Sec.  103,  119,  Pub.  L.  89-663,  80  Stat.  718 
(15  U.S.C.  1392,  1407);  delegations  of  author¬ 
ity  at  49  CFR  1 .60  and  49  CFR  501 .8.) 

Issued  on  May  13, 1976. 

Robert  L.  Carter, 
Associate  Administrator, 
Motor  Vehicle  Programs. 

[FR  Doc.76-14456  Filed  5-14-76;  10:27  am] 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 
[40  CFR  Part  52] 

[FRL  545-6] 

WEST  VIRGINIA 

Proposed  Revision  to  State  Implementation 
Plan 

On  March  16,  1976,  the  State  of  West 
Virginia  submitted  to  the  Regional  Ad¬ 
ministrator,  EPA  Region  III,  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  West  Virginia  Air  Pollution  Con¬ 
trol  Regulation  VIII,  “Ambient  Air  Qual¬ 
ity  Standards  for  Sulfur  Oxides  and  Par¬ 
ticulate  Matter”.  The  State  requested 
that  the  amendment  be  reviewed  and 
processed  as  a  revision  to  the  West  Vir¬ 
ginia  State  Implementation  Plan. 

The  amendment  consists  of  a  change 
to  section  3.01(a),  deleting  the  annual 
arithmetic  mean  and  maximum  24  hour 
concentration  for  secondary  sulfur  di¬ 
oxide  standards.  The  State  justified  the 
amendment  on  grounds  that  the  dele¬ 
tion  conforms  with  EPA’s  deletion  of  the 
secondary  annual  and  24-hour  sulfur 
dioxide  standards  from  40  CFR  50.5  (38 
FR  25681). 

On  April  5,  1976  the  State  provided 
adequate  proof  that  a  public  hearing  re¬ 
quired  by  the  provisions  set  forth  in  40 
CFR  51.4  was  held  in  Charleston  on 
May  22, 1975. 

The  public  is  invited  to  submit  com¬ 
ments  on  whether  the  amendments  to 
West  Virginia  Air  Pollution  Control  Reg¬ 
ulation  VIII  should  be  approved  as  a 
revision  to  the  West  Virginia  State  Im¬ 
plementation  Plan.  Only  those  comments 
received  on  or  before  June  21,  1976,  will 
be  accepted.  The  Administrator’s  deci¬ 
sion  to  approve  or  disapprove  the  pro¬ 
posed  plan  revision  will  be  based  on 
whether  it  meets  the  requirements  of 
section  110(a)(2)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act 
and  40  CFR  Part  51,  Requirements  for 
Preparation,  Adoption  and  Submittal  of 
Implementation  Plans. 

Copies  of  the  proposed  revision  and  all 
related  supplemental  material  are  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection  during  normal 
business  hours  at  the  following  locations: 

U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Cur¬ 
tis  Building,  Second  Floor,  Sixth  and  Wal¬ 
nut  Streets,  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania 
19106,  Attn:  Mr.  Harold  Frankford. 

West  Virginia  Air  Pollution  Control  Commis¬ 
sion,  1558  Washington  Street,  East, 
Charleston,  West  Virginia  25311,  Attn:  Mr. 
Carl  C.  Beard  n. 

Public  Information  Reference  Unit,  EPA 
Library,  Room  2922,  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  401  M  Street,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20460. 

All  comments  should  be  addressed  to: 

Mr.  Howard  Heim,  Chief  (3AH10),  Air  Pro¬ 
grams  Branch,  Division  of  Air  and  Hazard¬ 
ous  Materials,  U.S.  Environmental  Pro¬ 
tection  Agency,  Curtis  Building,  Sixth  and 
Walnut  Streets,  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania 
19106,  Attn:  AH004WV. 

(42  U.S.C.  1857C-5.) 

Dated:  May  5, 1976. 

A.  R.  Morris, 

Acting  Regional  Administrator. 
|FR  Doc.76-14644  Filed  5-19-76; 8: 45  am] 


[40  CFR  Part  457] 

I  FRL  546-2] 

EXPLOSIVES  MANUFACTURING  POINT 
SOURCE  CATEGORY 

Extension  of  Comment  Period  and 
Notice  of  Availability 

On  March  9,  1976  the  Agency  pub¬ 
lished  a  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
(41  FR  10186)  establishing  limitations 
and  guidelines  and  standards  of  per¬ 
formance  for  new  sources  and  pretreat¬ 
ment  standards  for  existing  sources  and 
for  new  sources  for  the  explosives  manu¬ 
facturing  category.  The  due  date  for 
comments  provided  in  the  notice  was 
April  8,  1976. 

The  Agency  anticipated  that  the  docu¬ 
ment  entitled  “Development  Document 
for  Interim  Final  Effluent  Limitations 
Guidelines  and  Proposed  New  Source 
Performance  Standards  for  the  Explo¬ 
sives  Manufacturing  Point  Source  Cate¬ 
gory,”  which  contains  information  on 
the  analysis  undertaken  in  support  of 
the  regulations,  would  be  available  to  the 
public  throughout  the  comment  period. 
Production  difficulties  delayed  the  avail¬ 
ability  of  this  document.  Copies  of  the 
document  are  now  available  and  have 
been  forwarded  to  those  persons  having 
submitted  written  request  to  the  Envi¬ 
ronmental  Protection  Agency.  A  limited 
number  of  additional  copies  are  avail¬ 
able  for  distribution  from  the  Environ¬ 
mental  Protection  Agency,  Effluent 
Guidelines  Division,  Washington,  D.C. 
20460,  Attention:  Distribution  Officer. 
WH— 552. 

Accordingly,  the  date  for  submission 
of  comments  is  hereby  extended  to  June 
21,  1976. 

Dated:  May  14,  1976. 

John  T.  Rhett, 

Acting  Assistant  Administrator 
for  Water  and  Hazardous 
Materials. 

]FR  Doc.76-14647  Filed  5-19-76;8;45  ami 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 
[  47  CFR  Part  73  ] 

[Docket  No.  20803,  RM-2629] 

TELEVISION  BROADCAST  STATIONS 
Park  Falls,  Wisconsin;  Table  of  Assignments 

In  the  Matter  of  Amendment  of  §  73.- 
606(b) ,  Table  of  Assignments,  Television 
Broadcast  Stations.  (Park  Falls,  Wiscon¬ 
sin). 

1.  The  Commission  by  Jhe  Chief, 
Broadcast  Bureau,  has  before  it  for  con¬ 
sideration  a  petition  for  rule  making  filed 
by  the  Wisconsin  Educational  Communi¬ 
cations  Board  (“ECB”) .  ECB  seeks 
amendment. of  §  73.606(b)  of  the  Rules, 
the  Television  Table  of  Assignments, 
through  the  assignment  of  reserved 
Channel  36  to  Park  Falls,  Wisconsin. 

2.  This  particular  assignment  is  re¬ 
quested  in  order  to  provide  educational- 
television  broadcast  service  in  northern 
Wisconsin.  Park  Falls  was  selected,  ac¬ 
cording  to  the  petitioner,  since  a  trans¬ 
mitter  located  near  there  would  result  in 
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the  least  amount  of  overlapping  cover¬ 
age  with  that  of  existing  educational 
television  stations  and  still  furnish  a 
large  first  educational  service.  Petitioner 
estimates  approximately  133,000  Wiscon¬ 
sin  residents  will  be  within  the  service 
area  of  a  station  operating  on  the  pro¬ 
posed  assignment.  Of  these,  57%  (75,000 
persons)  would  receive  a  first  educational 
television  service.  This  is  particularly  im¬ 
portant  in  the  northern  Wisconsin  area 
to  be  served,  petitioner  states,  since  it  is 
rural  in  nature  and  residents  must  travel 
great  distances  to  enjoy  cultural  benefits. 

3.  ECB  is  the  licensee  of  stations  op¬ 
erating  on  reserved  educational  assign¬ 
ments  at  Colfax  (WHWC-TV,  Channel 
*28),  Green  Bay  (WPNE,  Channel  *38), 
La  Crosse  (WHLA-TV,  Channel  *31), 
and  Wausau  (WHRM-TV,  Channel  *20) . 
These  four  stations,  in  cooperation  with 
educational  stations  at  Madison  (WHA- 
TV,  Channel  *21),  Milwaukee  (WMVS, 
Channel  *10),  and  Duluth,  Minnesota 
(WDSE-TV,  Channel  *8)  provide  edu¬ 
cational  television  broadcast  service  to 
the  residents  of  Wisconsin.  Petitioner 
estimates  a  station  operating  on  the  pro¬ 
posed  assignment  will,  in  combination 
with  other  ECB  owned  or  affiliated  sta¬ 
tions,  enable  approximately  97%  of  the 
residents  of  Wisconsin  to  receive  an  edu¬ 
cational  televisipn  service. 

4.  The  Commission  believes  comments 
should  be  solicited  on  the  petitioner’s 
request.  The  proposed  assignment  com¬ 
plies  with  the  Commission’s  mileage 
separation  requirements  and  other  tech¬ 
nical  criteria.  Canadian  concurrence 
must  be  sought,  however,  since  the  pro¬ 
posed  location  is  within  250  miles  of  the 
United  States-Canadian  border. 

5.  Therefore,  in  view  of  the  foregoing 
showing,  we  propose  to  consider  the  fol¬ 
lowing  revision  in  the  Television  Table 
of  Assignments  (§  73.606(b)  of  the 
Rules)  with  respect  to  the  city  listed 
below: 

Channel  No. 

City  Present  Proposed 

Park  Falls,  Wis . _ .  *36+ 


6.  The  Commission’s  authority  to  in¬ 
stitute  rule  making  proceedings,  show¬ 
ings  required,  cut-off  procedures,  and 
filing  requirements  are  contained  in  the 
attached  Appendix  and  are  incorporated 
by  reference  herein. 

7.  Interested  parties  may  file  com¬ 
ments  on  or  before  June  25,  1976,  and 
reply  comments  on  or  before  July  15, 
1976. 

Adopted:  May  11, 1976. 

Released:  May  17, 1976. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

Wallace  E.  Johnson, 

Chief  Broadcast  Bureau. 

1.  Pursuant  to  authority  found  in  sec¬ 
tions  4(1),  5(d)  (1),  303  (g)  and  (r),  and 
307(b)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  and  5  0.281(b)(6)  of 


the  Commission’s  Rules,  it  is  proposed  to 
amend  the  TV  Table  of  Assignments, 

§  73.606(b)  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
and  Regulations,  as  set  forth  in  the 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making  above. 

2.  Showings  required.  Comments  are 
invited  on  the  proposal  (s)  discussed  in 
the  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making  to 
which  this  Appendix  is  attached.  Pro- 
ponent(s)  will  be  expected  to  answer 
whatever  questions  are  presented  in  ini¬ 
tial  comments.  The  proponent  of  a  pro¬ 
posed  assignment  is  also  expected  to  file 
comments  even  if  it  only  resubmits  or 
incorporates  by  reference  its  former 
pleadings.  It  should  also  restate  its  pres¬ 
ent  intention  to  apply  for  the  channel  if 
it  is  assigned,  and,  if  authorized,  to  build 
the  station  promptly.  Failure  to  file  may 
lead  to  denial  of  the  request. 

3.  Cut-off  procedures.  The  following 
procedures  will  govern  the  consideration 
of  filings  in  this  proceeding. 

(a)  Counterproposals  advanced  in 
this  proceeding  itself  will  be  considered, 
if  advanced  in  initial  comments,  so  that 
parties  may  comment  on  them  in  reply 
comments.  They  will  not  be  considered  if 
advanced  in  reply  comments.  (See 
51.420(d)  of  Commission  Rules.) 

(b)  With  respect  to  petitions  for  rule 
making  which  conflict  with  the  pro¬ 
posal  (s)  in  this  Notice,  they  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  as  comments  in  the  proceeding, 
and  Public  Notice  to  this  effect  will  be 
given  as  long  as  they  are  filed  before  the 
date  for  filing  initial  comments  herein. 
If  filed  later  than  that,  they  will  not  be 
considered  in  connection  with  the  de¬ 
cision  in  this  docket. 

4.  Comments  and  reply  comments; 
service.  Pursuant  to  applicable  proce¬ 
dures  set  out  in  §§  1.415  and  1.420  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  and  Regulations,  in¬ 
terested  parties  may  file  comments  and 
reply  comments  on  or  before  the  dates 
set  forth  in  the  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule 
Making  to  which  this  Appendix  is  at¬ 
tached.  All  submissions  by  parties  to  this 
proceeding  or  persons  acting  on  behalf 
of  such  parties  must  be  made  in  written 
comments,  reply  comments,  or  other  ap¬ 
propriate  pleadings.  Comments  shall  be 
served  on  the  petitioner  by  the  person 
filing  the  comments.  Reply  comments 
shall  be  served  on  the  person  (s)  who 
filed  comments  to  which  the  reply  is  di¬ 
rected.  Such  comments  and  reply  com¬ 
ments  shall  be  accompanied  by  a  certifi¬ 
cate  of  service.  (See  §  1.420  (a),  (b)*and 

(c)  of  the  Commission  Rules.) 

5.  Number  of  copies.  In  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  Section  1.420  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules  and  Regulations, 
an  original  and  four  copies  of  all  com¬ 
ments,  reply  comments,  pleadings,  briefs, 
or  other  documents  shall  be  furnished 
the  Commission. 

6.  Public  inspection  of  filings.  All 
filings  made  in  this  proceeding  will  be 
available  for  examination  by  interested 
parties  during  regular  business  hours  in 
the  Commission’s  Public  Reference 
Room  at  its  headquarters,  1919  M  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 

[FR  Doc .76- 14726  Filed  5-19-76;8 :45am] 


[  47  CFR  Part  73  ] 

(Docket  No.  20727,  RM-2557J 

TELEVISION  BROADCAST  STATIONS 

Riverside  and  Santa  Ana,  California;  Table 

of  Assignments;  Extension  of  Comments 

Time 

In  the  Matter  of  Amendment  of 
§  73.606<b>,  Table  of  Assignments,  Tele¬ 
vision  Broadcast  Stations.  (Riverside  and 
Santa.  Ana,  California) . 

1.  On  April  6.  1976,  the  Commission 
issued  an  Order  Extending  Time  for  Fil¬ 
ing  Comments  and  Reply  Comments  to 
the  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making  re¬ 
leased  February  26,  1976  (41  FR  9568), 
in  the  above-captioned  matter.  The  pres¬ 
ent  dates  for  filing  comments  and  reply 
comments  are  May  17,  1976,  and  June  7, 
1976,  respectively. 

2.  On  March  12,  1976,  International 
Panorama  TV,  Inc.,  petitioner  in  this 
proceeding,  filed  a  Petition  for  Recon¬ 
sideration  and  Motion  for  Stay.1  Due  to 
certain  procedural  delays,  reconsidera¬ 
tion  could  not  have  been  given  until 
April  22,  1976  (since  interested  persons 
had  until  that  date  to  file  oppositions 
to  the  petition  for  reconsideration) . 
Although  no  oppositions  have  been  filed, 
another  extension  has  become  neces¬ 
sary  to  allow  sufficient  time  for  the 
Commission  to  address  the  petition.  We 
believe  that  comments  should  not  be 
filed  in  this  proceeding  until  all  inter¬ 
ested  parties  have  had  the  opportunity 
to  review  our  decision  on  the  petition 
for  reconsideration,  and  therefore  we 
will,  on  our  own  motion,  extend  the 
deadlines  for  filing  comments. 

3.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered,  That  the 
dates  for  filing  comments  and  reply  com¬ 
ments  are  extended  to  and  includ¬ 
ing  June  21,  1976,  and  July  12,  1976, 
respectively. 

4.  Authority  for  this  action  is  found 
in  sections  4(i),  5(d)(1)  and  303(r)  of 
the  Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  and  §  0.281  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules. 

Adopted:  May  13,  1976. 

Released:  May  14, 1976. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

Wallace  E.  Johnson, 

Chief, 

Broadcast  Bureau. 

(FR  Doc.76-14727  Filed  5-19-76;8:45  ami 

GENERAL  SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

Federal  Supply  Service 
[  41  CFR  Part  101-7  ] 

FEDERAL  PROPERTY  MANAGEMENT 
REGULATIONS 

Proposed  Federal  Travel  Regulations 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  General 
Services  Administration  (GSA)  proposes 
to  amend  the  Federal  Travel  Regulations 


1Th®  Motion  for  Stay  was  subsequently 

withdrawn. 
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and  changes  to  those  regulations  which 
were  issued  as  Federal  Property  Manage¬ 
ment  Regulations  <FPMR)  Temporary 
Regulation  A-ll  and  Supplement  1 
thereto. 

The  Federal  Travel  Regulations  are 
incorporated  by  reference  into  FPMR 
101-7  (41  CFR  101-7)  and  transmitted 
by  GSA  Bulletin  FPMR  A-40.  FPMR 
Tempo rary  Regulation  A-ll,  Changes  to 
Federal  Travel  Regulations,  and  Supple¬ 
ment  1  thereto  were  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  May  23,  1975  (40 
FR  22617),  and  June  30,  1975  (40  FR 
27533) ,  respectively. 

Heads  of  Federal  agencies  are  invited 
to  submit  the  consolidated  written  views 
and  recommendations  of  their  respective 
agencies  to  the  General  Services  Ad¬ 
ministration  <  FF ' ,  Washington,  DC 
20406.  Comments  received  by  June  30. 
1976,  will  be  considered  before  final  ac¬ 
tion  is  taken  to  convert  the  proposed 
changes  to  permanent  regulations. 

Pursuant  to  Executive  Order  11609 
(July  22,  1971)  and  under  the  authority 
of  the  Travel  Expense  Amendments  Act 
of  1975  (Pub.  L.  94-22,  May  19,  1975), 
the  Administrator  of  General  Services  is 
responsible  for  promulgating  Govern¬ 
ment-wide  regulations  prescribing  Fed¬ 
eral  employee  travel  and  relocation  al¬ 
lowances.  Certain  changes  contained  in 
this  document  are  necessary  to  ensure 
conformance  of  those  regulations  with 
various  decisions  issued  by  the  Comp¬ 
troller  General  of  the  United  States. 
Other  changes  are  proposed  as  the  re¬ 
sult  of  administrative  determinations  by 
GSA  which  are  based  on  current  sub¬ 
sistence  and  other  cost  data  and  which 
reflect  recommendations  provided  by 
various  Federal  agencies.  Changes  to  the 
Federal  Travel  Regulations  of  general 
interest  are  those  which: 

a.  Increase  the  per  diem  and  the  meals 
and  miscellaneous  expense  allowances 
for  official  travel  within  the  coterminous 
United  States  to  $35  and  $16,  respectively. 

b.  Incorporate  guidelines  issued  by  the 
Comptroller  General  of  the  United 
States  implementing  the  provisions  of 
the  International  Air  Transportation 
Fair  Competitive  Practices  Act  of  1974 
which  require  maximum  use  of  United 
States  flag  air  carriers  for  air  transpor¬ 
tation  of  persons  and  property  financed 
by  the  Government. 

c.  Extend  application  of  the  lodgings - 
plus  method  of  computing  per  diem  al¬ 
lowances  to  travel  outside  the  conter¬ 
minous  United  States  and  establish  new 
procedures  for  determining  per  diem  for 
en  route  travel  outside  the  United  States. 

d.  Establish  procedures  through  which 
’agencies  may  obtain  authority  from  GSA 
to  pay  higher  mileage  rates  for  use  of 
privately-owned  conveyances  for  official 
travel  in  particular  areas  outside  the 
conterminous  United  States. 

e.  Increase  the  maximum  actual  sub¬ 
sistence  expense  rates  for  certain  des¬ 
ignated  high  rate  geographical  areas;  re¬ 
quire  limited  reimbursement  for  travel  to 
high  rate  areas  when  lodging  is  not  In¬ 
volved;  specify  circumstances  of  travel  to 


high  rate  areas  for  which  reimbursement 
under  the  high  rate  concept  is  not  au¬ 
thorized;  and  clarify  provisions  for 
mixed  travel. 

f.  Modify  relocation  allowances  by, 
among  other  things,  increasing  the  mis¬ 
cellaneous  expense  allowance  and  maxi¬ 
mum  weight  allowance  for  shipment  of 
household  goods  for  an  employee  without 
immediate  family,  expanding  the  defini¬ 
tion  of  “immediate  family”  for  which 
travel  expenses  are  paid  by  Government 
and  deleting  the  maximum  dollar  limita¬ 
tion  for  reimbursement  of  expenses  in¬ 
curred  in  the  sale  or  purchase  of  a  resi¬ 
dence. 

In  consonance  with  the  foregoing,  it  is 
proposed  to  amend  the  Federal  Travel 
Regulations,  as  follows: 

1.  By  adding  subparagraph  l-2.2e,  as 
follows: 

1-2.2.  Methods  of  transportation. 

*  •  *  *  * 

e.  Travel  by  ocean  vessel.  Except  fox- 
travel  between  points  served  by  ferries, 
travel  by  ocean  vessel  shall  not  be  re¬ 
garded  as  advantageous  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment  in  the  absence  of  sufficient  justifi¬ 
cation  that  the  advantages  accruing  from 
the  use  of  ocean  transportation  offset 
the  higher  costs  associated  with  this 
method  of  transportation;  i.e.,  per  diem, 
transportation,  and  lost  work  time.  Au¬ 
thority  to  authorize  or  approve  travel  by 
ocean  vessel  shall  be  retained  at  the 
highest  administrative  level  consistent 
with  agency  travel  management  policy. 
<See  l-3.3c  for  authorized  vessel  accom¬ 
modations.) 

2.  By  revising  paragraph  1-3.6  and 
changing  its  caption,  as  follows: 

1-3.6.  Use  of  United  States  flag 
carriers. 

a.  Travel  by  United  States  flag  ships. 
Section  901  of  the  Merchant  Marine  Act 
of  1936  (46  U.S.C.  1241(a))  provides: 
“Any  officer  or  employee  of  the  United 
States  traveling  on  official  business  over¬ 
seas  or  to  or  from  any  of  the  possessions 
of  the  United  States  shall  travel  and 
transport  his  personal  effects  on  ships 
registered  under  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  where  such  ships  are  available 
unless  the  necessity  of  his  mission  re¬ 
quires  the  use  of  a  ship  under  a  foreign 
flag :  Provided,  That  the  Comptroller 
General  of  the  United  States  shall -not 
credit  any  allowance  for  travel  or  ship¬ 
ping  expenses  incurred  on  a  foreign  ship 
in  the  absence  of  satisfactory  proof  of 
the  necessity  therefor.” 

b.  Use  of  United  States  flag  air  carriers. 

(1)  Definition.  The  term  “U.S.  flag  air 
carrier”  as  used  in  this  regulation  means 
an  air  carrier  holding  certificate  under 
section  401  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1371),  but  excludes 
foreign  air  carriers  operating  under  per¬ 
mits. 

(2)  General  requirements. 

(a)  Section  5  of  the  International  Air 
Transportation  Fair  Competitive  Prac¬ 
tices  Act  of  1974  (Pub.  L.  93-623,  Jan¬ 
uary  3,  1975)  requires  any  executive  de¬ 
partment  or  other  agency  or  instrumen¬ 
tality  of  the  United  States  which  finances 
transportation  of  persons  (and  their  per¬ 


sonal  effects)  or  property  by  air  between 
the  United  States  and  a  place  outside 
thereof,  or  between  two  places  both  of 
which  are  outside  of  the  United  States, 
to  take  such  steps  as  may  be  necessary 
to  ensure  that  only  U.S.  flag  air  carriers 
are  used  whenever  service  by  these  car¬ 
riers  is  available. 

(b)  The  act  cited  in  (a),  above,  also 
requires  the  Comptroller  General  of  the 
United  States  to  disallow  any  expendi¬ 
tures  from  appropriated  funds  for  pay¬ 
ment  of  travel  on  foreign  flag  air  carriers 
in  the  absence  of  satisfactory  proof  of 
the  necessity  therefor. 

(c)  Employees  shall  use  U.S.  flag  air 
carriers  to  the  maximum  extent  possible 
when  travel  is  performed  by  commercial 
air  transportation  between  the  United 
States  and  a  foreign  country  or  between 
foreign  countries.  This  requirement  also 
applies  to  other  persons  such  as  employee 
dependents,  consultants,  contractors, 
grantees,  or  other  travelers  whose  travel 
is  paid  from  funds  appropriated,  owned, 
controlled,  granted,  or  otherwise  estab¬ 
lished  for  the  account  of  the  United 
States.  The  requirement  to  use  U.S.  flag 
air  carriers  to  the  maximum  extent  pos¬ 
sible  shall  not  be  influenced  by  factors  of 
cost,  convenience,  or  personal  travel  pref¬ 
erence  of  the  traveler.  Excess  and  near 
excess  foreign  currencies  will  be  used  for 
paying  the  expenses  of  such  travel  as 
provided  in  1-10.4. 

1 3)  Guidelines  for  determining  “ avail¬ 
able’ "  service.  The  Comptroller  General  of 
the  United  States  has  issued  specific 
guidelines  to  the  heads  of  departments, 
agencies,  and  others  concerned  (B- 
138942,  March  12,  1976).  The  guidelines 
specifically  state  that  passenger  or 
freight  service  by  a  certificated  air  car¬ 
rier  is  considered  “available”  even 
though : 

(a)  Comparable  or  a  different  kind  of 
service  by  a  noncertificated  air  carrier 
costs  less; 

(b)  Service  by  a  noncertificated  air 
carrier  can  be  paid  for  in  excess  foreign 
currency; 

(c)  Service  by  a  noncertificated  air 
carrier  is  preferred  by  the  agency  or 
traveler  needing  air  transportation;  or 

(d>  Service  by  a  noncertificated  air 
carrier  is  more  convenient  for  the  agency 
or  traveler  needing  air  transportation. 

(4)  Guidelines  for  determining  “ un¬ 
available ”  service.  The  guidelines  cited 
in  (3) ,  above,  further  state  that  passen¬ 
ger  service  by  a  certificated  air  carrier  is 
considered  “unavailable”  when: 

(a)  The  traveler,  while  en  route,  would 
have  to  wait  6  hours  or  more  to  transfer 
to  a  certificated  air  carrier  to  proceed  to 
the  intended  destination; 

(b)  Any  flight  by  a  certificated  air  car¬ 
rier  is  interrupted  by  a  stop  anticipated 
to  be  6  hours  or  more  for  refueling,  re¬ 
loading,  repairs,  or  other  cause,  and  no 
other  flight  by  a  certificated  air  carrier 
is  available  during  the  6  hour  period; 

(c)  Service  by  a  certificated  air  earner, 
or  by  combination  of  certificated  or  non¬ 
certificated  air  carriers  (if  certificated 
air  carriers  are  “unavailable”),  would 
take  12  or  more  hours  longer,  from  the 
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origin  airport  to  the  destination  airport, 
to  accomplish  the  agency’s  mission  than 
would  service  by  a  noncertiflcated  air 
carrier  or  carriers;  or 

<d)  The  elapsed  travel  time  on  a  sche¬ 
duled  flight  from  the  origin  airport  to  the 
destination  airport  by  noncertiflcated  air 
carrier(s)  is  3  hours  or  less,  and  service 
by  certificated  air  carrier(s)  would  in¬ 
volve  twice  that  scheduled  travel  time. 

c.  Use  of  foreign  flag  air  carriers.  The 
use  of  foreign  flag  air  carriers  may  be 
authorized  or  approved  only  when  U.S. 
flag  air  carrier  service  is  not  available 
(as  determined  under  the  guidelines  in 
b,  above).  When  direct  service  by  U.S. 
flag  air  carriers  is  not  available  between 
the  origin  and  destination,  a  foreign  flag 
air  carrier  may  be  used  to  the  nearest 
practicable  interchange  point  to  connect 
with  “available”  U.S.  flag  air  carrier  serv¬ 
ice,  provided  the  interchange  point  is 
consistent  with  scheduled  connections 
and  authorized  stopovers  and  the  addi¬ 
tional  travel  thereto  will  not  unduly 
interfere  with  the  conduct  of  official  busi¬ 
ness.  A  statement  justifying  the  use  of 
a  foreign  flag  air  carrier  must  be  entered 
on  or  attached  to  the  travel  authoriza¬ 
tion  or  travel  voucher.  Expenditures  for 
transportation  on  a  foreign  flag  air  car¬ 
rier  will  be  disallowed  in  the  absence  of 
a  justification  statement. 

3.  By  revising  subparagraph  1-4. 2a  and 
changing  its  caption,  and  adding  sub- 
paragraph  l-4.2ar-l,  as  follows: 

1-4.2.  When  use  of  a  privately  owned 
conveyance  is  advantageous  to  the  Gov¬ 
ernment. 

a.  Authorized  mileage  rates.  When  the 
use  of  a  privately  owned  conveyance  is 
authorized  or  approved  as  advantageous 
to  the  Government  for  the  performance 
of  official'travel  as  provided  in  l-2.2c(3) , 
reimbursement  to  the  traveler  shall  be  at 
the  mileage  rates  prescribed  in  (1) 
through  (3) ,  below. 

(1)  For  use  of  a  privately  owned  mo¬ 
torcycle:  8  cents  per  mile. 

(2)  For  use  of  a  privately  owned  auto¬ 
mobile  :  15  cents  per  mile. 

(3)  For  use  of  a  privately  owned  air¬ 
plane:  22  cents  per  mile. 

a^l.  Mileage  rates  outside  the  conter¬ 
minous  United  States.  Generally,  the 
mileage  rates  prescribed  in  a,  above,  are 
applicable  outside  as  well  as  within  the 
conterminous  United  States.  However,  if 
an  agency  determines  that  these  rates 
are  inadequate  compensation  for  use  of 
a  privately  owned  conveyance  in  a  par¬ 
ticular  area  outside  the  conterminous 
United  States,  the  head  of  the  agency 
may  submit  a  request  to  GSA  for  author¬ 
ity  to  pay  a  higher  mileage  rate  for  that 
area.  This  request  must  be  submitted  in 
accordance  with  the  procedures  and  lim¬ 
itations  set  forth  below. 

(1)  Submission  requirements.  A  re¬ 
quest  to  pay  a  higher  mileage  rate  for  a 
particular  area  shall  be  forwarded  to 
the  General  Services  Administration 
(FZR),  Washington,  DC  20406,  for  re¬ 
view  and  approval.  The  request  must  in¬ 
clude  a  recommended  mileage  rate  not 
exceeding  the  statutory  maximum  rates 
in  (3),  below,  and  supporting  cost  data 
justification  as  described  in  (2),  below. 


(2)  Cost  data  justification.  An  analysis 
of  the  costs  per  mile  of  operating  a  pri¬ 
vately  owned  conveyance  in  the  particu¬ 
lar  area  involved  shall  include  the  data 
listed  below.  Additional  cost  data  which 
are  peculiar  to  the  area  may  be  added,  if 
appropriate.  However,  parking  and  toll 
costs  shall  not  be  included  in  this  analy¬ 
sis  since  these  expenses  are  reimbursa¬ 
ble  as  a  separate  allowance  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  1-4.  lc. 

(a)  Size/ type  of  conveyance  to  which 
cost  data  apply. 

(b)  Fixed  operating  costs:  vehicle  de¬ 
preciation,  insurance,  taxes,  and  regis¬ 
tration  fees. 

(c)  Variable  operating  costs:  gasoline, 
motor  oil,  maintenance,  repairs,  and 
tires. 

<3)  Statutory  maximum  mileage  rates. 
A  higher  mileage  rate  recommended  by 
an  agency  must  be  within  the  following 
statutory  maximum  rates : 

(a)  For  use  of  a  privately  owned  mo¬ 
torcycle:  11  cents  per  mile. 

(b)  For  use  of  a  privately  owned  auto¬ 
mobile:  20  cents  per  mile. 

<c)  For  use  of  a  privately  owned  air¬ 
plane  :  24  cents  per  mile. 

•  •  *  *  * 

4.  By  revising  paragraphs  1-7.1 
through  1-7.4  and  changing  the  captions, 
as  follows: 

-  1-7.1.  General.  Per  diem  allowances 
as  prescribed  in  this  Part  7  shall  be  paid 
for  official  travel  except  when  it  is  deter¬ 
mined  that  the  employee  should  be  re¬ 
imbursed  on  the  actual  subsistence  ex¬ 
pense  basis  as  provided  in  Part  8  of  this 
chapter. 

a.  Definitions. 

(1)  Per  diem.  Per  diem  is  a  commuted 
daily  allowance  paid  to  the  employee  in¬ 
stead  of  reimbursement  of  the  actual  ex¬ 
penses  incurred  for  subsistence  and  fees 
or  tips  to  porters,  stewards,  and  others 
which  are  necessary  and  essential  to  the 
transacting  of  official  business. 

(2)  Per  diem  locality.  A  per  diem  lo¬ 
cality  is  any  locality  or  geographic  area 
for  which  a  maximum  per  diem  rate  has 
been  established  in  l-7.2a  (e.g.,  the  con¬ 
terminous  United  States;  Anchorage, 
Alaska;  Paris, France) . 

(3)  Travel  status.  Travel  status  means 
the  period  of  time  an  employee  is  con¬ 
sidered  to  be  on  official  travel  for  reim¬ 
bursement  purposes,  beginning  with  de¬ 
parture  from  home,  office,  or  other  point 
and  ending  with  return  thereto.  (See 
l-7.6e.) 

b.  Agency  responsibilities.  The  specific 
rules  contained  in  1-7.3  and  1-7.4  for 
computing  per  diem  allowances  shall  be 
applied  for  official  travel  within  and 
outside  the  conterminous  United  States. 
However,  it  is  the  responsibility  of  the 
head  of  each  agency  to  authorize  or  ap¬ 
prove  only  those  per  diem  allowances 
that  are  justified  by  the  circumstances 
affecting  the  travel  and  that  are  allow¬ 
able  under  the  provisions  of  this  Part  7. 
Care  shall  be  exercised  to  prevent  au¬ 
thorization  or  approval  of  per  diem  al¬ 
lowances  in  excess  of  those  required  to 
cover  the  subsistence  expenses  necessary 
in  the  performance  of  travel  to  conduct 
official  business.  To  this  end,  considera¬ 


tion  shall  be  given  to  factors  which  re¬ 
duce  the  expenses  of  the  employee,  such 
as: 

(1)  Known  arrangements  at  tempo¬ 
rary  duty  locations  where  lodging  and 
meals  can  be  obtained  without  cost  or  at 
reduced  cost  to  the  traveler; 

(2)  Established  cost  experience  in  the 
localities  where  lodging  and  meals  are 
required;  or 

(3)  Situations  in  which  special  rates 
for  accommodations  have  been  made 
available  for  a  particular  meeting,  con¬ 
ference,  training  assignment,  or  other 
temporary  duty  assignment. 

c.  Employee  responsibility.  An  em¬ 
ployee  traveling  on  official  business  is  ex¬ 
pected  to  exercise  the  same  care  in  in¬ 
curring  expenses  that  a  prudent  person 
would  exercise  if  traveling  on  personal 
business. 

d.  Types  of  expenses  covered  by  per 
diem.  The  per  diem  allowance  covers  all 
expenses,  including  taxes  and  service 
charges  where  applicable,  for  the  fol¬ 
lowing: 

(1)  Meals; 

(2)  Lodging  (The  term  “lodging”  does 
not  include  accommodations  on  airplanes, 
trains,  or  vessels;  such  accommodations 
are  considered  to  be  furnished  by  the 
Government  and  are  included  in  the 
transportation  cost.  However,  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  overall  cost  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment  when  authorizing  the  mode  of 
transportation  to  be  used,  the  availabil¬ 
ity  of  such  accommodations  shall  be  con¬ 
sidered  (l-2.2b).) ; 

(3)  Personal  use  of  room  during  day¬ 
time; 

(4)  Baths,  fans,  air  conditioners, 
heaters,  and  fires  in  rooms ; 

(5)  Fees  and  tips  to  waiters,  porters, 
baggagemen,  bellboys,  hotel  maids,  din¬ 
ing  room  stewards  and  others  on  vessels, 
and  hotel  servants  in  foreign  countries; 

(6)  Telegrams  and  telephone  calls  to 
reserve  lodging  accommodations  (See 
Part  6  of  this  chapter  for  allowable  tele¬ 
gram  and  telephone  expenses  incurred 
for  other  purposes.) ; 

(7)  Laundry,  cleaning,  and  pressing  of 
clothing;  and 

(8)  Transportation  between  places  of 
lodging  or  business  and  places  where 
meals  are  taken,  except  as  otherwise  pro¬ 
vided  in  1-2. 3b. 

1-7.2.  Maximum  rates. 

a.  Maximum  per  diem  locality  rates. 
Per  diem  allowances  for  official  travel 
shall  be  authorized  or  approved  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  this  Part  7  at  daily  rates  not  in 
excess  of  the  maximums  established  as 
follows: 

(1)  Conterminous  United  States.  The 
per  diem  allowance  for  official  travel 
within  the  conterminous  United  States 
shall  not  exceed  a  maximum  daily  rate 
of  $35. 

(2)  Non- foreign  areas  outside  the  con¬ 
terminous  United  States.  The  per  diem 
allowances  payable  for  official  travel  in 
the  States  of  Alaska  and  Hawaii,  the 
Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico,  the  Canal 
Zone,  and  the  possessions  of  the  United 
States  shall  not  exceed  the  maximum 
daily  locality  rates  established  by  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  and  published  in 
Civilian  Personnel  Per  Diem  Bulletins. 
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(3)  Foreign  areas.  Per  diem  allowances 
payable  for  official  travel  in  foreign  areas 
shall  not  exceed  the  maximum  daily  lo¬ 
cality  rates  established  by  the  Secretary 
of  State  and  published  in  the  Per  Diem 
Supplement  to  the  Standardized  Regu¬ 
lations  (Government  Civilians,  Foreign 
Areas) .  Foreign  areas  include  the  Trust 
Territory  of  the  Pacific  Islands  and  all 
other  areas  or  localities  outside  the  con¬ 
terminous  United  States  not  listed  in 
(2) ,  above. 

b.  Rates  lor  meals  and  miscellaneous 
subsistence  expenses  ( M&MS ) . 

(1)  Conterminous  United  States.  For 
travel  on  a  per  diem  basis  within  the 
conterminous  United  States,  the  uniform 
rate  for  M&MS  shall  be  $16  per  day. 

(2>  Outside  conterminous  United 
States.  For  travel  on  a  per  diem  basis 
outside  the  conterminous  United  States, 
the  uniform  rate  for  M&MS  shall  be  50 
percent  of  the  maximum  per  diem  rate 
authorized  under  l-7.2a  (2)  and  (3), 
above,  for  the  per  diem  locality  involved. 

1-7.3.  Per  diem  computation,  receipts, 
and  voucher  statements.  Except  as 
otherwise  provided  in  1-7.4,  the  per  diem 
allowances  authorized  or  approved  un¬ 
der  the  provisions  of  this  Part  7  for  offi¬ 
cial  travel  within  and  outside  the  con¬ 
terminous  United  States  shall  be  com¬ 
puted  as  set  forth  in  a  through  g,  below. 
Provisions  concerning  receipts  and  re¬ 
quired  per  diem  claim  statements  are 
contained  in  h,  below. 

a.  When  lodging  is  not  required.  For 
official  travel  of  24  hours  or  less  within 
the  same  per  diem  locality  (i.e.,  in  the 
conterminous  United  States  or  within 
one  per  diem  locality  outside  the  con¬ 
terminous  United  States)  when  a  night’s 
lodging  is  not  required,  the  per  diem  rate 
shall  be  the  M&MS  rate  (see  l-7.2b)  ap¬ 
plicable  to  the  per  diem  locality  in  which 
the  travel  is  performed.  This  rate  shall  be 
payable  in  accordance  with  l-7.6d(l). 

b.  When  lodging  is  required.  For  offi¬ 
cial  travel  exceeding  1  calendar  day  with¬ 
in  and  outside  the  conterminous  United 
States  when  lodging  away  from  the  offi¬ 
cial  station  is  required,  the  per  diem  al¬ 
lowance  shall  be  computed  under  the 
lodgings-plus  rules  set  forth  in  c,  below, 
except  when  this  method  of  computation 
is  not  appropriate  as  provided  in  d,  be¬ 
low.  Lodging  is  considered  to  be  required 
while  in  a  travel  status  away  from  the 
official  station  regardless  of  whether 
lodging  is  actually  obtained  or  used,  or  a 
lodging  cost  is  actually  incurred.  Per 
diem  computed  under  the  lodgings-plus 
method  is  based  on  the  average  cost  of 
lodging  plus  a  pre-established  uniform 
rate  for  meals  and  miscellaneous  sub¬ 
sistence  expenses  (M&MS)  in  each  per 
diem  locality. 

c.  Lodgings-plus  computation  rules. 

(1)  Travel  within  the  conterminous 

United  States.  The  per  diem  allowances 
that  may  be  authorized  or  approved  for 
official  travel  within  he  conterminous 
United  States  shall  be  computed  under 
the  lodgings-plus  method,  as  follows : 

(a)  Determine  the  average  cost  of 
lodging. 

(i)  Total  all  costs  of  lodging  incurred 
during  the  period  of  official  travel  cov¬ 


ered  by  the  travel  voucher.  When  a 
night’s  lodging  is  not  used  (i.e.,  when  en 
route  by  air),  is  furnished  by  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  or  other  source,  or  is  otherwise 
obtained  without  cost  to  the  employee 
(i.e.,  lodging  is  obtained,  as  a  guest  of 
friends  or  relatives,  sleeping  accommo¬ 
dations  on  trains,  etc.) ,  the  lodging  cost 
for  that  night  shall  be  zero.  If  all  lodg¬ 
ing  is  without  cost  to  the  employee,  pro¬ 
ceed  in  the  computation  to  (b) ,  below. 

(ii)  Total  the  number  of  nights  the 
employee  was  in  a  travel  status  away 
from  the  official  station  or  home  as  of 
12  p.m.  (midnight),  including  those 
nights  that  lodging  was  without  cost  to 
the  employee.  Computation  of  the  num¬ 
ber  of  nights  shall  include  all  nights  the 
employee  was  in  a  travel  status  as  of  12 
p.m.  (midnight)  provided  per  diem  is 
allowed  for  the  next  quarter  day  follow¬ 
ing  midnight.  For  example,  if  the  em¬ 
ployee’s  time  of  return  to  official  station 
or  home  was  at  or  before  12  p.m.  (mid¬ 
night)  ,  that  night  would  not  be  counted. 
If  the  time  of  return  was  3  a.m.,  the  pre¬ 
vious  midnight  would  be  counted  as  a 
night  away  from  home  or  official  station. 
However,  when  the  time  of  return  was 
between  12:01  a.m.  and  12:30  a.m.,  the 
previous  midnight  may  or  may  not  be 
counted  contingent  upon  whether  per 
diem  is  allowed  for  that  quarter  day  as 
provided  in  l-7.6e. 

(iii)  Divide  the  total  cost  of  lodging 
(as  determined  in  (i) ,  above)  by  the  total 
number  of  nights  the  employee  is  away 
from  home  or  official  station  (as  deter¬ 
mined  in  (ii),  above).  The  resulting 
amount  is  the  average  daily  cost  of 
lodging. 

(b)  Add  the  M&MS  rate.  To  the 
average  daily  cost  of  lodging  as  deter¬ 
mined  in  (a) ,  above,  add  the  M&MS  rate 
authorized  in  l-7.2b(l)  for  per  diem 
travel  within  the  conterminous  United 
States.  If  the  resulting  amount  Includes 
a  fraction  of  a  dollar,  round  the  entire 
amount  to  the  next  highest  whole  dol¬ 
lar;  i.e.,  round  $29.01  through  $29.99  to 
$30.  (Do  not  round  any  resulting  amount 
that  is  a  whole  dollar.) 

(c)  Applicable  per  diem  rate.  The 
final  amount  computed  under  (b) ,  above, 
limited  to  the  maximum  per  diem  rate 
authorized  in  l-7.2a(l)  for  travel  within 
the  conterminous  United  States,  shall  be 
the  per  diem  rate  applicable  for  the  en¬ 
tire  period  of  travel  covered  by  the  travel 
voucher. 

(2)  Travel  outside  the  conterminous 
United  States.  The  per  diem  allowances 
that  may  be  authorized  or  approved  for 
official  travel  involving  per  diem  locali¬ 
ties  outside  the  conterminous  United 
States  shall  be  computed  under  the  lodg¬ 
ings-plus  method,  as  follows: 

(a)  Determine  the  average  cost  of 
lodging. 

(i)  Total  the  lodging  costs  incurred 
within  each  per  diem  locality  outside  the 
conterminous  United  States.  When  a 
night’s  lodging  within  a  per  diem  locality 
is  not  used,  is  furnished  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment  or  other  source,  or  is  otherwise  ob¬ 
tained  without  cost  to  the  employee  (i.e., 
lodging  obtained  as  a  guest  of  friends  or 
relatives) ,  the  lodging  cost  for  that  night 


shall  be  zero.  If  all  lodging  within  a  per 
diem  locality  is  without  cost  the  the  em¬ 
ployee,  proceed  in  the  computation  to 

(b) ,  below. 

(ii)  Total  the  number  of  nights  (as  of 
12  p.m.  (midnight))  that  the  employee 
was  within  each  per  diem  locality  and 
lodging  was  required  regardless  of 
whether  a  lodging  cost  was  incurred  for 
that  night.  Do  not  count  nights  (as  of  12 
p.m.  (midnight) )  of  en  route  travel  ex¬ 
cept  when  the  employee,  having  arrived 
in  a  per  diem  locality  during  the  first  or 
second  quarter  of  a  calendar  day,  obtains 
lodging  which  is  charged  to  the  previous 
calendar  day.  In  this  instance,  the  night 
of  en  route  travel  will  be  counted. 

(iii)  Divide  the  total  cost  of  lodging 
(as  determined  in  (i) .  above)  by  the  total 
number  of  nights  (as  determined  in  (ii) , 
above)  that  the  employee  was  within 
each  per  diem  locality.  The  result  is  the 
average  daily  cost  of  lodging  within  each 
per  diem  locality  involved. 

(b)  Add  the  M&MS  rate.  To  the  aver¬ 
age  cost  of  lodging  within  each  per  diem 
locality,  add  the  M&MS  rate  authorized 
in  l-7.2b(2)  for  each  per  diem  locality 
involved.  If  the  resulting  amount  in¬ 
cludes  a  fraction  of  a  dollar,  round  the 
entire  amount  to  the  next  highest  whole 
dollar;  i.e.,  round  $30.01  through  $30.99 
to  $31.  (Do  not  round  any  resulting 
amount  which  is  a  whole  dollar.) 

(c)  Applicable  per  diem  rate.  The  final 
amount  computed  under  (b),  above, 
limited  to  the  maximum  per  diem  rate 
authorized  in  l-7.2a  (2)  or  (3)  for  the 
particular  per  diem  locality  involved, 
shall  be  the  per  diem  rate  applicable  for 
all  calendar  days  (12:01  a.m.  to  12  p.m. 
(midnight))  that  lodging  was  required 
in  each  per  diem  locality.  This  rate  is  ap¬ 
plicable  to  the  day  of  arrival  in  the 
locality  where  lodging  was  required  (in¬ 
cluding  en  route  travel  time)  through  the 
day  prior  to  the  day  of  departure. 

(d)  When  lodging  is  not  located  at  duty 
point.  When  suitable  lodging  is  not  avail¬ 
able  at  a  place  of  temporary  duty  in  a 
locality  outside  the  conterminous  United 
States  and  the  employee  is  required  to 
obtain  lodging  in  another  per  diem  lo¬ 
cality,  the  per  diem  rate  shall  be  com¬ 
puted  under  the  lodgings-plus  method 
for  the  locality  in  which  the  lodging  is 
obtained. 

d.  Per  diem  allowances  when  lodgings- 
plus  is  not  appropriate.  An  agency  may 
determine  that  the  lodgings-plus  method 
of  computing  the  per  diem  rate  is  not 
appropriate  in  given  circumstances,  such 
as  when  quarters  or  meals,  or  both,  are 
provided  at  no  cost  or  at  a  reduced  cost 
by  the  Government  or  when  for  other 
reasons  the  subsistence  cost  which  will  be 
incurred  by  the  employee  can  be  accu¬ 
rately  estimated  in  advance.  In  such 
cases,  an  agency  may  prescribe  a  specific 
per  diem  rate  within  the  maximum  per 
diem  rate  (l-7.2a),  provided  the  excep¬ 
tion  from  the  lodgings-plus  method  Is 
authorized  in  writing  by  any  appropriate 
official  of  the  agency. 

e.  Per  diem  allowances  for  use  of  a 
privately  owned  recreational  vehicle.  A 
per  diem  allowance  shall  be  allowed  when 
an  employee  uses  a  privately  owned 
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recreational  vehicle  (e.g.,  a  camper,  a 
camping  trailer,  or  a  self-propelled 
mobile  camping  vehicle)  for  lodging 
while  on  official  travel.  Allowable  ex¬ 
penses  which  may  be  considered  as  a 
lodging  cost  include,  but  are  not  limited 
to  the  following:  parking  fees;  fees  for 
connection,  use,  and  disconnection  of 
utilities  (electricity,  gas,  water,  and 
sewage) ;  bath  or  shower  fees;  and  dump¬ 
ing  fees.  When  per  diem  is  computed 
under  the  lodgings-plus  method,  the 
average  of  these  daily  lodging  costs  plus 
the  M&MS  rate  authorized  for  the  per 
diem  locality  involved  shall  be  the  appli¬ 
cable  per  diem  rate. 

f.  Per  diem  for  extended  stays.  For 
travel  assignments  involving  extended 
periods  of  temporary  duty  or  training  in 
excess  of  30  calendar  days  and  when 
travelers  are  able  to  secure  lodging  and 
meals  at  lower  costs  because  of  the  ex¬ 
tended  period  of  time,  the  per  diem  rate 
shall  be  adjusted  downward  to  reflect 
the  lower  cost.  In  such  instances  of  re¬ 
duced  per  diem,  agencies  should  pre¬ 
scribe  a  specific  per  diem  rate  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  d,  above. 

g.  Per  diem  for  meetings  and  confer¬ 
ences.  In  the  interest  of  uniform  treat¬ 
ment  of  employees,  whenever  a  meeting, 
conference,  or  similar  assembly  is  ar¬ 
ranged  which  will  involve  the  travel  of 
attendees  from  other  agencies  or  compo¬ 
nents  of  the  same  agency,  the  agency  or 
agencies  sponsoring  the  meeting  or  con¬ 
ference  shall  recommend  to  the  other 
participating  agencies  or  components  a 
per  diem  allowance  that  would  be  ap¬ 
propriate  in  view  of  the  circumstances  of 
the  particular  meeting  or  conference. 

h.  Receipts  and  voucher  statements. 
Receipts  for  lodging  costs  may  or  may 
not  be  required  at  the  discretion  of  the 
head  of  each  agency.  However,  em¬ 
ployees  are  required  to  enter  the  follow¬ 
ing  on  their  travel  vouchers : 

(1)  The  total  cost  of  lodging  incurred 
In  each  per  diem  locality;  and 

(2)  A  statement  that  the  per  diem 
claimed  is  based  on  the  average  daily 
cost  of  lodging  incurred  within  each  per 
diem  locality  during  the  period  covered 
by  the  travel  voucher  plus  the  applicable 
M&MS  rate  for  the  locality  Involved,  un¬ 
less  the  lodgings-plus  method  has  been 
determined  to  be  inappropriate  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  d,  above.  (This  requirement  is 
met  if  such  a  statement  is  overprinted 
or  stamped  on  the  travel  voucher.) 

1-7.4.  Travel  involving  duty  points  out¬ 
side  the  conterminous  United  States.  The 
provisions  of  this  paragraph  apply  to 
official  travel  to,  from,  or  between  duty 
points  outside  the  conterminous  United 
States,  including  authorized  stopovers. 

a.  Definitions. 

(1)  Duty  point.  The  term  “duty  point” 
means  an  official  station,  as  defined  in 
l-1.3c(l),  a  temporary  duty  station,  or 
other  point  within  or  outside  the  con¬ 
terminous  United  States  where  official 
travel  is  authorized  to  begin  or  end. 

(2)  Stopover.  The  term  “stopover” 
means  an  interval  of  time  spent  for  any 
authorized  purpose  in  a  per  diem  locality 
between  periods  of  en  route  travel.  No 
distinction  Is  made  with  respect  to  the 


reason  for  an  authorized  stopover;  e.g., 
official  business  at  a  temporary  duty  sta¬ 
tion,  rest  stop,  or  delay  due  to  carrier 
scheduling. 

b.  Round  trip  travel  within  one  calen¬ 
dar  day.  When  an  employee  travels  to  or 
from  a  duty  point  outside  the  conter¬ 
minous  United  States,  or  between  duty 
points  outside  the  conterminous  United 
States,  and  returns  within  the  same  cal¬ 
endar  day,  the  maximum  per  diem  that 
may  be  authorized  or  approved  for  the 
entire  trip  is  the  M&MS  rate  (see  l-7.2b) 
for  the  locality  in  which  the  temporary 
duty  point  is  located.  This  rate  shall  be 
payable  in  accordance  with  l-7.6d(l).  If 
the  travel  involves  more  than  one  per 
diem  locality  because  of  multiple  tem¬ 
porary  duty  points,  the  maximum  per 
diem  is  the  average  of  the  M&MS  rates 
for  all  localities  involved. 

c.  Calendar  days  when  lodging  is  re¬ 
quired  and  obtained.  For  calendar  days 
when  lodging  is  required  and  obtained  in 
a  particular  per  diem  locality  with  or 
without  cost  to  the  employee,  the  per 
diem  rate  shall  be  computed  under  the 
lodgings-plus  method  in  l-7.3c  (1)  or  (2) , 
as  applicable. 

d.  Calendar  days  of  en  route  travel, 
including  stopovers,  when  a  lodging  cost 
is  not  incurred.  For  calendar  days  when 
lodging  is  required  away  from  official 
station,  but  a  lodging  cost  is  not  incurred 
due  to  en  route  travel,  per  diem  rates 
shall  be  as  prescribed  below.  These  rates 
shall  be  prorated  and  payable  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  l-7.6d(2) . 

(1)  En  route  travel  by  other  than 
ocean  vessel.  For  periods  of  enroute  trav¬ 
el,  including  stopovers  of  less  than  6 
hours,  by  all  modes  of  transportation 
except  ocean  vessel,  the  per  diem  rate 
shall  be  $12  per  calendar  day  ($3  per 
quarter  day) .  This  rate  is  applicable  dur¬ 
ing  periods  of  en  route  travel  on  the  fol¬ 
lowing  calendar  days  which  involve  no 
lodging  cost  to  the  employee: 

(a)  The  first  day  of  travel  prior  to 
the  day  of  arrival  at  a  duty  point  or  other 
stopover  point  where  lodging  is  required. 

(b>  The  last  day(s)  of  travel  return¬ 
ing  to  official  station  or  home  when  a 
lodging  cost  is  not  incurred  because  of 
enroute  travel  or  lodging  is  not  required 
because  of  arrival  at  official  station  or 
home. 

(c)  Days,  other  than  those  in  (a)  and 
(b),  above,  involving  en  route  travel  to, 
from,  or  between  temporary  duty  points 
or  other  authorized  stopover  points 
where  a  lodging  cost  is  not  incurred  due 
to  en  route  travel. 

(2)  En  route  travel  by  commercial  and 
Government  ocean  vessel. 

(a)  For  en  route  travel  by  commercial 
ocean  vessel  or  ferry  when  the  cost  of 
passage  Includes  the  cost  of  meals  and 
stateroom  or  berth,  the  per  diem  rate 
shall  be  $6  per  whole  calendar  day  aboard 
the  vessel.  This  rate  shall  be  prorated 
fractional  days  preceding  embarkation 
for  fractional  days  aboard  the  vessel.  For 
and  following  debarkation,  the  per  diem 
rate  shall  be  as  provided  in  (1),  above, 
for  en  route  travel  or  (4) ,  below,  for  stop¬ 
overs,  as  applicable.  If  lodging  is  ob¬ 
tained  at  a  temporary  duty  or  stopover 


point  on  the  day  of  debarkation,  the  per 
diem  rate  for  that  day  shall  be  computed 
under  the  lodgings-plus  method  in 
l-7.3c,  as  applicable. 

(b)  For  en  route  travel  or  duty  aboard 
Government  vessels  where  quarters  and 
meals  are  normally  furnished  at  no  cost 
or  at  a  reduced  cost,  agencies,  shall  pre¬ 
scribe  an  appropriate  and  necessary  per 
diem  rate.  The  term  “Government  ves¬ 
sel”  Includes  vessels  owmed  and  opera¬ 
ted,  leased  and  operated,  or  charactered 
by  the  Government. 

(3)  En  route  travel  per  diem  not  ade¬ 
quate.  When  the  rates  prescribed  in  (1) 
and  (2),  above,  are  not  commensurate 
with  an  employee’s  subsistence  expenses, 
a  different  rate  may  be  authorized  or 
approved  as  follows: 

(a)  For  travel  by  other  than  ocean  ves¬ 
sel,  an  amount  not  in  excess  of  the  M& 
MS  rate  applicable  to  the  destination 
duty  point. 

(b)  For  travel  by  commercial  ocean 
vessel  or  ferry,  an  amount  not  in  excess 
of  $16. 

(4)  Stopovers. 

(a)  Stopovers  of  less  than  6  hours. 
Stopovers  of  less  than  6  hours  are  con¬ 
sidered  to  be  part  of  the  enroute  travel 
period  between  duty  points.  The  per  diem 
rate  applicable  to  en  route  travel  time 
shall  also  apply  to  the  stopover  time. 

(b)  Stopovers  of  6  hours  or  more. 
Stopovers  of  6  hours  or  more  are  consid¬ 
ered  to  be  Interruptions  of  the  en  route 
travel  period  between  duty  points.  When 
lodging  is  not  required  at  a  stopover 
point,  the  per  diem  rate  for  the  stopover 
time  shall  be  the  M&MS  rate  for  the  per 
diem  locality  in  which  the  stopover  point 
is  located.  (When  lodging  is  required  at 
the  stopover  point,  the  per  diem  rate 
shall  be  computed  under  the  lodgings- 
plus  computation  rules  in  l-7.3c.) 

(5)  Time  preceedtng  en  route  travel. 
For  calendar  day  periods  of  6  hours  or 
more  at  a  temporary  duty  or  stopover 
point  proceeding  en  route  travel,  the  per 
diem  rate  shall  be  the  M&MS  rate  ap¬ 
plicable  to  the  temporary  duty  point  or 
other  authorized  stopover  point  from 
which  the  employee  will  depart. 

e.  Rest  stops.  A  rest  period  not  in  ex¬ 
cess  of  24  hours  mav  be  authorized  or 
approved  when  air  travel  involving  at 
least  one  duty  point  outside  the  con¬ 
terminous  United  States  is  by  less  than 
first  class  accommodations  and  the 
scheduled  flight  exceeds  14  hours,  in¬ 
cluding  stopovers  of  less  than  8  hours, 
via  a  direct  or  usually  traveled  route.  The 
rest  stop  may  be  at  any  intermediate 
point.  Including  points  in  the  50  States 
and  the  District  of  Columbia,  provided 
the  point  is  midway  in  the  Journey  or  as 
near  to  midway  as  carrier  scheduling 
permits.  A  rest  stop  shall  not  be  au¬ 
thorized  when  an  employee,  for  personal 
convenience,  elects  to  travel  by  an  in¬ 
direct  route  which  results  in  travel  time 
in  excess  of  14  hours.  The  per  diem  for 
the  rest  stop  period  shall  be  as  provided 
for  stopovers  in  l-7.4d(4),  above,  as  ap¬ 
plicable.  When  carrier  schedules  pre¬ 
clude  an  intermediate  rest  stop,  or  a  rest 
stop  is  not  authorized,  it  is  recommended 
that  the  employee  be  scheduled  to  arrive 
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at  the  temporary  duty  point  with  suffi¬ 
cient  time  to  allow  a  reasonable  rest 
period  before  reporting  for  duty. 

5.  By  revising  subparagraph  1-7.5C 
and  deleting  and  reserving  subparagraph 
l-7.5e,  as  follows: 

1-7.5.  Interruptions  of  per  diem  en¬ 
titlement. 

***** 

c.  Return  to  official  station  for  non¬ 
workdays.  At  the  discretion  of  an 
agency’s  administrative  officials,  an  em¬ 
ployee  may  be  required  to  return  to  his 
official  station  for  nonworkdays.  In  case 
of  an  employee’s  voluntary  return  to  his 
official  station  or  place  of  abode  (place 
from  which  he  commutes  daily  to  his 
official  station),  the  maximum  reim¬ 
bursement  for  the  round-trip  transporta¬ 
tion  and  per  diem  en  route  shall  be  lim¬ 
ited  to  the  maximum  per  diem  which 
could  have  been  allowed  under  l-7.2a  if 
the  employee  had  remained  at  the  tem¬ 
porary  duty  station. 

***** 

e.  [Reserved] 

6.  By  deleting  and  reserving  subpara¬ 
graph  l-7.6b  and  revising  subparagraph 
l-7.6f ,  as  follows : 

1-7.6.  Per  diem  computation  rules. 
***** 

b.  [Reserved] 

***** 

f.  Deduction  for  meeds  and/or  lodging 
furnished.  An  appropriate  amount  shall 
be  deducted  from  the  authorized  per 
diem  for  meals  and/or  lodging  furnished 
at  a  temporary  duty  station  by  a  Federal 
agency  without  charge  or  at  a  nominal 
cost.  An  appropriate  deduction  shall  also 
be  made  for  meals  consumed  aboard  a 
common  carrier  during  travel  wholly 
within  the  conterminous  United  States 
when  such  meals  are  furnished  by  the 
carrier  and  the  cost  of  the  meals  is  in¬ 
cluded  as  part  of  the  transportation  cost 
to  the  Government. 

7.  By  revising  subparagraph  1-8. lb 
and  changing  its  capition,  as  follows : 

1-8.1.  Authorization  or  approval. 
***** 

b.  Temporary  duty  within  high  rate 
geographical  areas.  Actual  subsistence 
expense  reimbursement  shall  be  author¬ 
ized  or  approved  for  travel  whenever  a 
temporary  duty  assignment  is  within  a 
location  designated  as  a  high  rate  geo¬ 
graphical  area  in  1-8.6,  except  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  (1)  through  (3),  below. 

Note. — The  provisions  of  l-8.1b  pertaining 
to  reimbursement  under  the  high  rate  geo¬ 
graphical  area  concept  are  not  applicable  to 
travel  allowances  in  connection  with  a  per¬ 
manent  change  of  station,  including  travel  to 
seek  residence  quarters,  or  to  other  reloca¬ 
tion  allowances  authorized  under  Chapter  2 
of  this  regulation,  including  subsistence 
while  occupying  temporary  quarters. 

(1)  Actual  subsistence  expense  reim¬ 
bursement  shall  not  be  authorized  when 
the  high  rate  geographical  area  is  only 
an  en  route  or  intermediate  stopover 
point  at  which  no  temporary  duty  is  per¬ 
formed,  including  stopovers  in  the  con¬ 
terminous  United  States  in  connection 
with  international  travel. 


(2)  When  the  temporary  duty  assign¬ 
ment  in  a  high  rate  geographical  area 
also  involves  unusual  circumstances  of  a 
travel  assignment,  the  head  of  an  agency 
may  authorize  or  approve  actual  sub¬ 
sistence  expense  reimbursement  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  c,  below,  within  the  maximum 
daily  rate  in  l-8.2a(2) . 

(3)  The  head  of  an  agency  may 
authorize,  on  an  individual  case  or  indi¬ 
vidual  trip  basis,  a  per  diem  allowance 
in  accordance  with  Part  7  instead  of 
actual  subsistence  expense  reimburse¬ 
ment  for  temporary  duty  assignments 
within  a  high  rate  geographical  area. 
Agencies  are  cautioned  that  this  author¬ 
ity  may  be  exercised  only  on  an  excep¬ 
tion  basis  and  only  when  clearly  justified 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  (a) 
and  (b),  below. 

(a)  A  determination  must  be  made  in 
advance  of  the  travel  that  certain  fac¬ 
tors  or  circumstances  are  present  which 
would  reduce  the  employee’s  subsistence 
expenses  and  that  the  actual  subsistence 
expense  allowance  for  the  designated 
high  rate  geographical  area  would 
clearly  not  be  warranted.  Consideration 
shall  be  given  to  the  following  factors 
which  would  normally  result  in  reduced 
subsistence  expenses : 

(i)  Known  arrangements  at  tempo¬ 
rary  duty  locations  where  lodging  or 
meals,  or  both,  are  furnished  by  the 
Government  (i.e..  Government  quar¬ 
ters)  without  cost  or  at  a  nominal  cost 
to  the  employee ; 

(ii>  Accommodations  have  been  made 
available  to  the  employee  at  special  or 
reduced  rates  for  a  particular  meeting, 
conference,  training  assignment,  or 
other  temporary  duty  assignment:  or 

(iii)  The  travel  involves  an  extended 
temporary  duty  or  training  assignement 
at  a  location  where  the  employee  can 
obtain  lodging  and  meals  at  a  lower  cost 
due  to  the  extended  period  of  time. 

(b)  The  agency  official  designated 
under  the  delegation  of  authority  in 
paragraph  l-8.3a(l)  must  review  each 
individual  travel  assignment  to  deter¬ 
mine  that  one  or  more  of  the  factors  in 
(a) ,  above,  are  present  which  would  re¬ 
duce  the  employee’s  subsistence  expenses 
to  an  amount  adequately  covered  by  the 
maximum  per  diem  allowance  (see 
l-7.2a),  and  must  authorize  the  travel 
to  be  performed  on  a  per  diem  basis 
under  the  provisions  of  Part  7  instead  of 
the  actual  subsistence  expense  basis  in 
a  high  rate  geographical  area. 

***** 

8.  By  revising  subparagraplis  1-8. 2a 
(1)  and  l-8.2c,  as  follows: 

1-8.2.  Authorized  reimbursement. 

a.  *  *  * 

(1)  For  travel  involving  temporary 
duty  assignments  within  designated  high 
rate  geographical  areas  under  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  1-8. lb,  authorized  reimburse¬ 
ment  for  actual  subsistence  expenses 
shall  not  exceed  the  maximum  rates 
established  in  1-8.6.  These  rates  are  not 
subject  to  change  by  agencies.  (How¬ 
ever,  see  l-8.1b(2)  for  provisions  cover¬ 
ing  unusual  circumstances.) 

***** 


c.  Special  rules  for  mixed  travel  (per 
diem  and  actual  subsistence  expense  or 
more  than  one  actual  subsistence  expense 
maximum) .  Mixed  travel  is  travel  involv¬ 
ing  temporary  duty  assignments  in  more 
than  one  location  diming  a  single  trip 
which  requires  reimbursement  on  both 
a  per  diem  basis  and  an  actual  subsis¬ 
tence  expense  basis  or  which  requires 
actual  subsistence  expense  reimburse¬ 
ment  subject  to  more  than  one  maximum 
daily  rate  because  of  the  location  of  each 
temporary  duty  assignment. 

(1)  Method  and  rate  of  reimburse¬ 
ment  determined  by  location  of  the  tem¬ 
porary  duty  point.  Only  one  method  of 
reimbursement  (per  diem  or  actual  sub¬ 
sistence  expense)  or  one  maximum  daily 
rate  for  actual  subsistence  expense  reim¬ 
bursement  may  be  authorized  or  ap¬ 
proved  for  travel  within  each  calendar 
day  (beginning  at  12:01  ajn.).  The 
method  of  reimbursement  and  the  au¬ 
thorized  maximum  rate  for  each  calen¬ 
dar  day  shall  be  determined  by  the  loca¬ 
tion  of  the  temporary  duty  point  (or  as¬ 
signment)  where  lodging  is  required  for 
that  day.  Generally,  lodging  is  considered 
to  be  required  at  or  within  the  tempo¬ 
rary  duty  point  location.  However,  when 
lodging  is  obtained  in  an  adjacent  or 
nearby  area,  the  method  or  rate  of  reim¬ 
bursement  will  not  be  affected  since  the 
temporary  duty  point  location  is  the 
determining  factor.  (Example:  Tempo¬ 
rary  duty  was  performed  in  New  York 
City  on  Monday,  New  York  City  and 
Washington,  DC  on  Tuesday,  and 
Fredericksburg,  Virginia,  on  Wednesday 
and  Thursday.  Lodging  was  obtained  in 
New  York  City  on  Monday,  Washington, 
DC  on  Tuesday,  and  Fredericksburg  on 
Wednesday  and  Thursday.  Reimburse¬ 
ment  would  be  on  actual  subsistence  ex¬ 
pense  subject  to  the  New  York  'City 
maximum  rate  on  Monday,  actual  sub¬ 
sistence  expense  subject  to  the  Washing¬ 
ton,  DC  maximum  rate  on  Tuesday,  and 
per  diem  (lodgings-plus)  in  Fredericks¬ 
burg  on  Wednesday  and  Thursday.  If 
the  employee  had  proceeded  to  and  ob¬ 
tained  lodging  in  Fredericksburg  on 
Tuesday  evening  in  order  to  be  present 
for  duty  the  next  day,  reimbursement 
would  be  on  per  diem  for  Tuesday, 
Wednesday,  and  Thursday.) 

(2)  Reimbursement  for  day  of  return. 
The  method  and  rate  of  reimbursement 
for  the  day  of  return  to  home  or  official 
station  shall  be  the  same  method  and 
rate  of  reimbursement  authorized  or  ap¬ 
proved  for  the  first  day  of  travel.  (For 
example,  if  actual  subsistence  expense 
reimbursement  is  authorized  or  approved 
for  the  first  day  of  travel,  reimbursement 
for  the  day  of  return  to  home  or  official 
station  shall  also  be  on  an  actual  sub¬ 
sistence  expense  basis  subject  to  the 
maximum  rate  applicable  to  the  first  day 
of  travel.  If  per  diem  is  authorized  or 
approved  for  the  first  day  of  travel,  the 
day  of  return  to  home  or  official  station 
shall  also  be  on  a  per  diem  basis.) 

9.  By  revising  subparagraph  l-8.3a,  as 
follows: 

1-8.3.  Agency  responsibilities,  review, 
and  administrative  controls. 
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a.  Delegation  of  authority.  Heads  of 
agencies  may  delegate,  with  provisions 
for  limited  redelegation,  authority  to  au¬ 
thorize  or  approve  travel  under  this  Part 
8  as  follows: 

(1)  The  delegation  or  redelegation  of 
authority  to  authorize  or  approve  travel 
on  an  actual  subsistence  expense  basis 
due  to  unusual  circumstances  of  the 
travel  assignment  or  to  authorize  a  per 
diem  allowance  for  travel  in  a  designated 
high  rate  geographical  area  under  the 
provisions  of  l-8.1b(3)  shall  be  held  to 
as  high  an  administrative  level  as  practi¬ 
cable  to  ensure  adequate  consideration 
and  review  of  the  circumstances  in¬ 
volved  in  the  travel  assignment. 

(2)  The  delegation  or  redelegation  of 
authority  to  authorize  or  approve  the 
actual  subsistence  expense  method  of 
reimbursement  for  travel  to  a  designated 
high  rate  geographical  area  should  be 
at  a  lower  administrative  level  than  that 
stated  in  (1),  above,  since  this  method 
of  reimbursement  is  automatically  au¬ 
thorized  under  the  provisions  of  l-8.1b 
without  further  justification. 

*  *  •  •  • 

10.  By  revising  subparagraph  l-8.4f, 
as  follows: 

1-8.4.  Interruption  of  subsistence 
status. 

*  •  •  •  • 

f.  Return  to  official  station  for  non- 
workdays.  At  the  discretion  of  an  agen¬ 
cy’s  administrative  officials,  an  employee 
may  be  required  to  return  to  his  official 
station  for  nonworkdays.  In  case  of  an 
employee's  voluntary  return  to  his  official 
station  or  place  of  abode  (place  from 
which  he  commutes  daily  to  his  official 
station),  the  maximum  reimbursement 
for  the  round-trip  transportation  and 
allowable  actual  subsistence  expenses  en 
route  shall  be  limited  to  the  maximum 
amount  for  actual  subsistence  expenses 
which  could  have  been  allowed  under 
1-8.2  if  the  employee  had  remained  at 
the  temporary  duty  station. 

11.  By  revising  paragraph  1-8.6  as 
as  follows: 

1-8.6.  Designated  high  rate  geographi¬ 
cal  areas.  Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
l-8.1b  and  l-8.2a(l),  for  travel  in  con¬ 
nection  with  a  temporary  duty  assign¬ 
ment  within  the  locations  designated  as 
high  rate  geographical  areas  below,  an 
employee  shall  be  placed  in  an  actual  sub¬ 
sistence  expense  status  and  shall  be  re¬ 
imbursed  for  the  allowable  actual  and  nec¬ 
essary  subsistence  expenses  incurred  not 
to  exceed  the  maximum  rates  prescribed 
below  for  the  particular  geographical 
areas  involved.  When  lodging  is  not  re¬ 
quired  or  a  lodging  cost  is  not  incurred, 
the  employee  shall  be  reimbursed  for  the 
actual  cost  of  meals  and  allowable  mis¬ 
cellaneous  subsistence  expenses  not  to 
exceed  46  percent  of  the  maximum  daily 
rate  prescribed  for  the  high  rate  area 
involved. 


Prescribed 

Designated  high  rate  maximum 

geographical  areas:  daily  rates 

Boston,  Mass,  (all  locations  within 
the  corporate  limits  of  Boston 

and  Cambridge,  Mass.) _ _ _  $41 

Chicago,  Ill.  (all  locations  within 

the  limits  thereof) _  43 

Los  Angeles,  Calif.  (aU  locations 
within  the  outer  boundaries  of 
the  corporate  limits  of  the  city 
of  Los  Angeles,  Including  those 
areas  surrounded  by  the  city  of 
Los  Angeles  and  the  Pacific 

coastline)  _ _  40 

New  York,  N.Y.  (all  locations 
within  the  boroughs  of  the 
Bronx,  Brooklyn,  Manhattan, 

Queens,  and  Staten  Island) _  50 

San  Francisco,  Calif,  (all  locations 
within  the  corporate  limits  of 
San  Francisco  and  Oakland, 

Calif.)  . . .  41 

Washington,  D.C.  (all  locations 
within  the  corporate  limits  of 
Washington,  D.C.;  the  cities  of 
Alexandria,  Falls  Church,  and 
Fairfax;  and  the  counties  of 
Arlington,  Loudoun,  and  Fair¬ 
fax  in  Virginia;  and  the  coun¬ 
ties  of  Montgomery  and  Prince 
Georges  in  Maryland) _  44 

12.  By  adding  subparagraph  1-9. lb-1 
and  deleting  and  reserving  subparagraph 
l-9.1c(3) ,  as  follows: 

1-9.1.  Expenses  allowable. 

+  •  +  *  * 

b.  •  • 

b-1.  Traveler’s  checks,  money  orders, 
or  certified  checks.  Reimbursement  for 
cost  of  traveler’s  checks,  money  orders, 
or  certified  checks  with  a  value  of  $100 
or  more  purchased  in  connection  with 
official  travel  may  be  allowed.  The 
amount  of  the  checks  may  not  exceed 
the  amount  of  personal  or  other  funds 
needed  to  cover  the  reimbursable  ex¬ 
penses  incurred. 

c.  •  •  • 

(3)  [Reserved] 

•  »  •  •  • 

13.  By  revising  subparagraphs  l-10.2a 
(2)  and  l-10.2b,  as  follows: 

1-10.2.  Common  carrier  transporta¬ 
tion. 

a.  •  •  • 

(2)  Use  of  transportation  request 
forms.  Transportation  requests  are  to  be 
used  only  for  official  travel  performed 
via  common  carrier  or  for  officially  au¬ 
thorized  transportation  services  fur¬ 
nished  by  common  carrier;  i.e.,  air,  bus, 
rail,  or  vessel.  When  an  indirect  route 
or  accommodations  superior  to  those 
authorized  are  used  by  the  traveler  for 
personal  reasons,  the  traveler  shall  pay 
cash  for  the  excess  amounts,  including 
the  applicable  share  of  the  Federal 
transportation  tax  (see  l-2.5b).  Addi¬ 
tionally,  transportation  requests  shall 
not  be  used  to  procure  any  transporta¬ 
tion  services  costing  less  than  $10  unless 
special  circumstances  justify  such  use 
(Comp.  Gen.  Decision  B-163758,  July  24, 
1972). 

•  »  •  •  • 


b.  Cash  payment  tor  transportation. 
Cash  payments  shall  be  made  when  the 
amount  for  transportation  is  less  than 
$10  unless  special  circumstances  preclude 
the  use  of  cash.  Agencies  may  require  a 
traveler  to  use  cash  to  procure  passenger 
transportation  services  within  the  United 
States  (50  States  and  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia)  when  the  amount  involved  is 
from  $10  to  $100.  plus  Federal  trans¬ 
portation  tax,  for  each  trip  (one-way  or 
round-trip)  authorized  on  the  official 
travel  authorization.  (See  Comp.  Gen. 
Decision  B-163758,  July  24,  1972,  and 
GSA  Bulletin  FPMR  A-38,  December  11, 
1972,  for  implementing  guidelines  on  op¬ 
tional  cash  procedures.)  Receipts,  pas¬ 
senger  coupons,  or  other  evidence  as  ap¬ 
propriate  shall  be  required  for  such  cash 
payments,  except  that  receipts  are  not 
required  for  use  of  local  transit  systems. 
Travel  agencies  may  not  be  used  under 
these  cash  procedures  except  as  provided 
in  l-3.4b(2) .  (See  l-10.3a  and  l-11.5c 
(3).) 

14.  By  revising  subparagraph  1-1 0.3c 
(3),  as  follows: 

1-10.3.  Advance  of  funds. 

»  •  •  •  * 

c.  *  *  • 

(3)  Other  means  of  recovery.  Out¬ 
standing  advances  which  have  not  been 
recovered  by  deductions  from  reimburse¬ 
ment  vouchers  or  voluntary  refunds  by 
the  traveler  shall  be  recovered  promptly 
by  a  setoff  of  salary  due  or  retirement 
credit  or  otherwise  from  the  person  to 
whom  it  was  advanced,  or  his  estate,  by 
deduction  from  any  amount  due  from 
the  United  States,  or  by  any  other  legal 
method  of  recovery  that  may  be  neces¬ 
sary.  Salary  or  other  amounts  due  shall 
be  considered  ahead  of  the  retirement 
credit.  In  view  of  these  protections,  which 
are  specifically  included  in  the  law, 
travelers  shall  not  be  required  to  fur¬ 
nish  bonds  in  order  to  obtain  travel  ad¬ 
vances  (Pub.  L.  92-310,  June  6,  1972;  31 
U.S.C.  1201(a)). 

*  *  *  »  4 

15.  By  revising  subparagraph  1-1 1.5c 
(3),  as  follows: 

1-11.5.  Preparation  of  voucher. 

*  »  •  •  • 

c.  •  •  • 

(3)  Cash  payment  for  common  carrier 
fare.  A  traveler  paying  cash  for  any  au¬ 
thorized  reimbursable  transportation 
service  shall  account  for  those  expenses 
on  an  authorized  travel  voucher  form, 
and  shah  support  his  claim  for  the  pas¬ 
senger  transportation  charges  with  re¬ 
ceipts,  pertinent  passenger  coupons,  or 
other  evidence,  as  appropriate.  The 
traveler  who  has  procured  these  services 
with  cash  (whether  using  personal  funds 
or  a  travel  advance)  shall  assign  to  the 
Government  his  light  to  recover  any  ex¬ 
cess  payment  involvkig  a  carrier’s  use  of 
Improper  rates  by  Including  a  statement 
on  the  travel  voucher  which  provides  as 
follows:  ‘T  hereby  assign  to  the  United 
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States  any  rights  I  may  have  against 
other  parties  in  connection  with  any  re¬ 
imbursable  charges  for  passenger  trans¬ 
portation  services  described  herein." 

•  *  *  •  * 

16.  By  revising  subparagraph  1-1 1.6b 
(11),  as  follows: 

1- 11.6.  Administrative  approvals. 

•  •  •  •  • 

b.  •  •  • 

(11)  Use  of  foreign  flag  air  carriers 
( 1-3. 6c) . 

•  •  *  *  * 

17.  By  revising  subparagraph  2-1 .4d. 
as  follows : 

2.1.4.  Definitions. 

•  *  •  •  * 

d.  Immediate  family.  Any  of  the  fol¬ 
lowing  named  members  of  the  employee’s 
household  at  the  time  he  reports  for  duty 
at  his  new  permanent  duty  station  or 
performs  authorized  or  approved  over¬ 
seas  tour  renewal  agreement  travel  or 
separation  travel:  Spouse:  dependent 
parents,  grandparents,  and  stepparents 
of  the  employee  or  employee’s  spouse: 
and  dependent  brothers  and  sisters,  and 
dependent  children  of  the  employee  or 
employee’s  spouse  who  are  unmarried 
and  under  21  years  of  age  or,  regardless 
of  age,  are  incapable  for  self-support. 
The  term  dependent  children  includes 
natural  off  spring,  stepchildren,  grand¬ 
children,  adopted  children,  and  children 
under  legal  guardianship. 

•  »  •  *  * 

18.  By  revising  subparagraph  2-1.5f 
(1)  (c)  and  adding  subparagraph  2-1.5g 
(5-a>,  as  follows: 

2- 1.5.  Eligibility  and  conditions. 

*  *  *  •  • 

f.  *  •  * 

(1)  *  *  * 

(c)  Special  statutory  provisions.  Ap¬ 
pointments  under  any  law  in  effect  on 
August  25,  1960  (effective  date  of  Pub.  L. 
86-587  pertaining  to  manpower  shortage 
category  appointees),  which  authorized 
payment  of  travel  and  transportation 
expenses  of  appointees  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  are  not  affected  by  the  provisions 
herein.  The  limitations  of  the  act  in¬ 
volved  and  the  regulations  issued  there¬ 
under,  but  not  these  regulations,  are  ap¬ 
plicable  to  such  cases. 

*  *  *  •  • 

g.  *  *  * 

(5)  *  *  * 

(5-a)  Return  of  former  spouse  and 
dependents.  The  provisions  of  (5),  above, 
are  also  applicable  to  the  spouse  and  de¬ 
pendents  of  an  employee  who  have  trav¬ 
eled  to  the  employee’s  overseas  post  of 
duty  as  dependents  (as  provided  in  2- 
1.4d)  at  Government  expense,  even  if, 
because  of  divorce  or  annulment,  such 
individuals  will  have  ceased  to  be  de¬ 
pendents  as  of  the  date  the  employee  be¬ 
comes  eligible  for  return  travel.  Travel  of 
such  former  dependents  is  authorized  by 
the  employee’s  next  entitlement  to  re¬ 
turn  travel  but  not  beyond  the  end  of  the 
employee’s  current  agreed  tour  of  duty. 


19.  By  revising  subparagraph  2-1. 6b, 
as  follows: 

2-1.6.  Use  of  funds. 

m  •  •  •  • 

b.  Funding  of  transfers  between  agen¬ 
cies.  In  the  case  of  transfer  from  one 
agency  to  another,  allowable  expenses 
shall  be  paid  from  the  funds  of  the 
agency  to  which  the  employee  is  trans¬ 
ferred.  However,  in  transfer  between 
agencies  for  reasons  of  reduction  in  force 
or  transfer  of  functions,  expenses  allow¬ 
able  under  these  regulations  (excluding 
nontemporary  storage  when  assigned  to 
an  isolated  permanent  duty  station 
wuthin  the  conterminous  United  States 
and  also  excluding  transfer  to  or  be¬ 
tween  foreign  countries)  may  be  paid  in 
whole  or  in  part  by  the  agency  from 
which  the  employee  is  transferred  or  by 
the  agency  to  which  he  is  transferred  as 
may  be  agreed  upon  by  the  heads  of  the 
agencies  concerned. 

20.  By  revising  subparagraph  2-2.3d 
(2),  as  follows: 

2-2.3.  For  use  of  a  privately  owned  au¬ 
tomobile  in  connection  with  permanent 
change  of  station. 

•  •  •  •  • 

d.  *  *  *  • 

(2)  Maximum  allowance  based  on  to¬ 
tal  distance.  Per  diem  allowances  should 
be  paid  on  the  basis  of  actual  time  used 
to  complete  the  trip,  but  the  allowances 
may  not  exceed  an  amount  computed  on 
the  basis  of  a  minimum  driving  distance 
per  day  which  is  prescribed  as  reason¬ 
able  by  the  authorizing  official  and  is 
not  less  than  an  average  of  300  miles  per 
calendar  day.  An  exception  to  the  daily 
minimum  driving  distance  may  be  made 
by  the  agency  concerned  when  travel  be¬ 
tween  the  old  and  new  official  stations  is 
delayed  for  reasons  clearly  beyond  the 
control  of  the  travelers,  such  as  acts  of 
God,  restrictions  by  Governmental  au¬ 
thorities,  or  other  reasons  acceptable  to 
the  agency  (e.g.,  a  physically  handi¬ 
capped  employee).  In  such  cases,  per 
diem  may  be  allowed  for  the  period  of 
the  delay  or  for  a  shorter  period  as  de¬ 
termined  by  the  agency.  The  traveler 
must  provide  a  statement  on  his  reim¬ 
bursement  voucher  fully  explaining  the 
circumstances  which  necessitated  the  en 
route  travel  delay.  The  exception  to  the 
daily  minimum  driving  distance  requires 
the  approval  of  the  agency’s  authorizing 
official. 

*  *  *  •  • 

21.  By  revising  subparagraph  2-3. 3a 
(1),  as  follows: 

2-3.3.  Allowable  amount. 

*  •  •  »  • 

a.  *  *  * 

(1)  $200  or  the  equivalent  of  1  week’s 
basic  pay,  whichever  is  the  lesser  amount, 
for  an  employee  without  immediate 
family;  and 

•  •  •  •  * 

22.  By  revising  paragraph  2-4.2,  as 
follows: 

2-4.2.  Duration  of  trip.  The  round  trip 
should  be  allowed  for  a  reasonable  period 


of  time  considering  distance  between  the 
old  and  new  official  stations,  mode  of 
transportation  to  be  used,  and  the  hous¬ 
ing  situation  at  the  new  official  station 
location.  In  no  instance  shall  the  period 
of  the  round  trip  at  Government  expense 
be  allowed  in  excess  of  6  calendar  days, 
including  travel  time.  In  authorizing  or 
allowing  a  particular  mode  of  trans¬ 
portation.  consideration  shall  be  given 
to  providing  minimum  time  en  route  and 
maximum  time  at  the  new  official  station 
locality.  Accordingly,  if  the  use  of  a 
privately  owned  automobile  is  permitted, 
such  use  is  deemed  to  be  advantageous  to 
the  Government  and  the  mileage  allow¬ 
ance  shall  be  as  provided  in  2-2.3  b  and 
c.  Expenses  for  local  transportation  at 
the  location  of  the  new  official  station 
shall  be  allow'ed.  Agencies  may  authorize 
local  transportation  by  common  carrier, 
local  transit  systems,  or  Government- 
furnished,  commercially  rented,  or  pri¬ 
vately  owned  automobiles:  however,  the 
mode  of  local  transportation  must  be 
consistent  with  the  mode  of  transporta¬ 
tion  authorized  for  travel  to  and  from 
the  new  official  station.  Expenses  for  the 
use  of  taxis  shall  be  limited  to  trans¬ 
portation  between  depots,  airports,  or 
other  carrier  terminals,  and  place  of 
lodging. 

23.  By  revising  subparagraph  2-6.2g, 
as  follows : 

2-6.2.  Reimbursable  and  nonreim¬ 
bursable  expenses. 

*  0  •  *  * 

g.  Overall  limitations.  The  aggregate 
amount  of  expenses  which  may  be  re¬ 
imbursed  in  connection  with  sale  of  the 
residence  at  the  old  official  station  shall 
not  exceed  10  percent  of  the  actual  sale 
price.  The  aggregate  amount  of  expenses 
which  may  be  reimbursed  in  connection 
with  the  purchase  of  the  home  at  the  new 
official  station  shall  not  exceed  5  percent 
of  the  actual  purchase  price. 

*  $  *  * 

24.  By  revising  subparagraph  2-8.2a 
and  adding  subparagraph  2-8.2a-l,  as 
f  ollows : 

2-8.2.  General  limitations. 

a.  Maximum  weight  allowance.  The 
maximum  weight  of  household  goods 
which  may  be  transported  or  stored  in¬ 
cident  to  line  haul  transportation  is 
limited  to  11,000  pounds  net  weight  for 
employees  with  or  without  immediate 
families.  The  aggregate  total  of  the 
weight  of  household  goods  stored  under 
2-9.1  and  2-9.2  plus  the  weight  of  house¬ 
hold  goods  transported  under  this  Part 
8  shall  not  exceed  the  above  maximum 
weight  allowance. 

a-1.  Professional  books,  papers,  and 
equipment. 

(1)  For  purposes  of  this  Part  8,  the 
term  “professional  books,  papers,  and 
equipment"  includes  those  professional 
or  specialized  items  and  other  materials 
which  are  personally  owned  by  the  em¬ 
ployee  for  use  in  the  performance  of 
official  duties.  The  term  does  not  include 
sport  equipment  or  office,  household,  or 
shop  fixtures  and  furniture;  i.e.,  book¬ 
cases,  file  cabinets,  desks,  and  racks  of 
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any  kind  even  though  used  in  connection 
with  the  professional  books,  papers,  and 
equipment. 

(2)  There  is  no  statutory  authority  to 
transport  personally  owned  professional 
books,  papers,  and  equipment  in  addi¬ 
tion  to  the  maximum  weight  allowance 
<2-8.2a)  established  by  law  for  trans¬ 
portation  of  an  employee’s  household 
goods  and  personal  effects.  However, 
there  may  be  instances  in  which  the 
weight  of  the  professional  books,  papers, 
and  equipment  would  cause  an  em¬ 
ployee’s  household  goods  shipment  to  be 
in  excess  of  the  maximum  weight  allow¬ 
ance.  In  such  instances,  the  personally 
owned  professional  books,  papers,  and 
equipment  may  be  transported  to  the 
new  permanent  duty  station  as  an  ad¬ 
ministrative  expense  of  an  agency  (not 
chargeable  to  travel  and  transportation 
appropriations) .  Shipment  of  these  items 
as  an  administrative  expense  would  be  in 
lieu  of  shipment  as  an  allowance  of 
the  employee.  (Comp.  Gen.  Decision 
B-171677,  May  13, 1971.) 

(3)  Authority  to  transport  professional 
books,  papers,  and  equipment  as  an  ad¬ 


ministrative  expense  shall  be  subject  to 
agency  policy  and  discretion  within  the 
following  guidelines: 

(a)  The  employee  shall  furnish  an 
itemized  inventory  of  professional  books, 
papers,  and  equipment  for  review  by  an 
appropriate  authorizing  official  at  the 
new  permanent  duty  station.  In  addition, 
the  employee  shall  furnish  appropriate 
evidence  (as  determined  by  the  agency 
concerned)  that  transporting  the  item¬ 
ized  materials  as  part  of  the  employee’s 
household  goods  would  result  in  an  excess 
of  the  employee’s  maximum  weight 
allowance. 

-  (b)  The  authorizing  official  at  the  new 
permanent  duty  station  shall  review  and 
certify  that  the  professional  books, 
papers,  and  equipment  as  itemized  are 
necessary  in  the  proper  performance  of 
the  employee’s  duties  at  the  new  duty 
station  and  that  if  these  items  were  not 
transported  to  the  new  duty  station,  the 
same  or  similar  items  would  have  to  be 
obtained  at  Government  expense  for  the 
employee’s  use  at  the  new  duty  station. 

(c)  When  professional  books,  papers, 
and  equipment  are  certified  as  provided 


in  (b),  above,  and  shipped  for  the  em¬ 
ployee  as  an  administrative  expense  of 
an  agency,  shipment  shall  be  by  the 
actual  expense  method;  the  commuted 
rate  method  shall  not  be  used.  When 
shipped  in  the  same  lot  with  the  em¬ 
ployee’s  household  goods  and  other  per¬ 
sonal  effects  under  the  actual  expense 
method,  the  professional  books,  papers, 
and  equipment  shall  be  packed  and 
weighed  separately;  the  weight  thereof 
and  the  administrative  appropriation 
chargeable  shall  be  stated  as  separate 
items  on  the  Government  bill  of  lading. 
In  unusual  instances  in  which  it  is  im¬ 
practical  or  impossible  to  obtain  separate 
weights,  constructive  weight  of  7  pounds 
per  cubic  foot  may  be  used. 

*  *  •  *  • 
Dated:  May  10, 1976. 

Wallace  H.  Robinson,  Jr., 
Commissioner, 
Federal  Supply  Service. 

|FR  Doc.76-14836  Filed  5-19-76;8:45  am] 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  documents  other  than  rules  or  proposed  rules  that  are  applicable  to  the  public.  Notices 
of  hearings  and  investigations,  committee  meetings,  agency  decisions  and  rulings,  delegations  of  authority,  filing  of  petitions  and  applications 
and  agency  statements  of  organization  and  functions  are  examples  of  documents  appearing  in  this  section. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 

Agency  for  International  Development 

(Delegation  of  Authority  No.  114] 

PRINCIPAL  U.S.  DIPLOMATIC  OFFICER 
TO  BAHRAIN 

Delegation  of  Authority 

Pursuant  to  the  authorty  delegated  to 
me  by  Delegation  of  Authority  No.  104 
from  the  Secretary  of  State,  dated  No¬ 
vember  3,  1961  (26  F.R.  10608),  I  hereby 
delegate  to  the  principal  diplomatic  of¬ 
ficer  of  _  the  United  States  to  Bahrain, 
with  respect  to  the  administration  of  the 
foreign  assistance  program  within  the 
country  to  which  he  is  accredited,  the 
authorities  delegated  to  Directors  of  Mis¬ 
sions  of  the  Agency  for  International  De¬ 
velopment  (A.I.D.)  in  unpublished  Dele¬ 
gation  of  Authority  of  January  10,  1955, 
A.I.D.  Handbooks,  manual  orders,  regu¬ 
lations  (published  or  otherwise),  policy 
directives,  policy  determinations,  memo¬ 
randa  or  other  instructions  as  these  may 
be  amended,  supplemented  or  superseded 
from  time  to  time. 

The  exercise  of  the  authorities  dele¬ 
gated  herein  shall  be  subject  to  the  limi¬ 
tations  applicable  to  the  exercise  of  such 
authorities  by  A.I.D.  Mission  Directors. 

The  authority  delegated  herein  may  be 
redelegated  to  the  officer  at  the  post  prin¬ 
cipally  responsible  for  A.I.D.  activities 
and  may  be  exercised  by  persons  who  are 
performing  the  functions  of  such  of¬ 
ficer  in  an  “acting”  capacity. 

This  delegation  of  authority  shall  be 
effective  immediately. 

Dated:  May  6, 1976. 

Daniel  Parker, 
Administrator,  Agency  for 
International  Development. 

[FR  Doc .76-14704  Filed  5-19-76:8:45  am] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

[Delegation  of  Authority  No.  135] 

ASSISTANT  SECRETARY  OF  STATE  FOR 
EDUCATIONAL  AND  CULTURAL  AFFAIRS 

Delegation  of  Authority 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested  in  me 
by  Section  3(a)  of  the  Act  of  December 
20, 1975  (89  Stat.  844) ,  entitled  the  “Arts 
and  Artifacts  Indemnity  Act”,  I  hereby 
delegate  to  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 
State  for  Educational  and  Cultural  Af¬ 
fairs,  or  In  his  absence,  to  the  officer  des¬ 
ignated  to  act  for  him,  the  authority  to 
perform  the  functions  conferred  upon  the 


Secretary  of  State  to  certify  an  exhibi¬ 
tion  as  being  in  the  national  interest. 

Dated:  May  11, 1976. 

Henry  A.  Kissinger, 
Secretary  of  State. 
|FR  Doc.76-14703  Filed  5-19-76:8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 


Department  of  the  Army 

BALLISTIC  MISSILE  DEFENSE 
TECHNOLOGY  ADVISORY  PANEL 


Closed  Meeting;  Correction 

The  Ballistic  Missile  Defense  Tech¬ 
nology  Advisory  Panel  has  rescheduled 
its  closed  meeting  for  July  13  through 
15.  This  meeting  which  was  originally 
scheduled  for  June  1  through  3,  was  an¬ 
nounced  in  the  May  11,  1976  Federal 
Register  and  appeared  on  page  19233. 

Dated:  May  14, 1976. 


By  authority  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army. 


R.  W.  Hampton, 

Colonel,  U.S.  Army,  Director  of 
Administrative  Management, 
TAGCEN. 


|  FR  Doc.76-14688  Filed  5-19-76:8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Drug  Enforcement  Administration 

MANUFACTURE  OF  CONTROLLED 
SUBSTANCES 

Notice  of  Registration 

By  Notice  dated  March  12,  1976,  and 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
March  24,  1976;  (41  FR  12234),  Stepan 
Chemical  Co.,  Natural  Products,  100  W. 
Hunter  Avenue,  Maywood,  New  Jersey 
07607,  made  application  to  the  Drug 
Enforcement  Administration  to  be  regis¬ 
tered  as  a  bulk  manufacturer  of  the  basic 
class  of  controlled  substances  listed 
below: 

Drug: 

Cocaine.  Schedule  II 

Ecgonine,  Schedule  II 

No  comments  or  objections  having 
been  received,  and  pursuant  to  section 
303  of  the  Comprehensive  Drug  Abuse 
Prevention  and  Control  Act  of  1970  and 
21  CFR  1301.54(e),  the  Deputy  Admin¬ 
istrator  hereby  orders  that  the  applica¬ 
tion  submitted  by  the  above  firm  for 
registration  as  a  bulk  manufacturer  of 


the  basic  class  of  controlled  substances 
listed  above  is  granted. 

Dated:  May  13,  1976. 

Jerry  N.  Jenson, 
Deputy  Administrator, 
Drug  Enforcement  Administration. 
(FR  Doc.76-14712  Filed  5-19-76;8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs 

COVELO  INDIAN  COMMUNITY,  ROUND 
VALLEY  RESERVATION,  CALIF. 

Transfer  of  Federally  Owned  Lands 
May  12,  1976. 

This  notice  is  published  in  exercise  of 
authority  delegated  by  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  to  the  Commissioner  of 
Indian  Affairs  by  230  DM  2. 

On  February  6,  1976,  pursuant  to  au¬ 
thority  contained  in  the  Federal  Prop¬ 
erty  and  Administrative  Services  Act  of 
1949,  as  amended  by  Pub.  L.  93-599  dated 
January  2,  1975  (88  Stat.  1954) ,  the  be¬ 
low-described  lands  were  transferred 
by  the  Director,  Real  Property  Division, 
San  Francisco  Regional  Office  of  the 
General  Services  Administration  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior,  without  reim¬ 
bursement,  to  be  held  in  trust  for  the 
benefit  and  use  of  the  Covelo  Indian 
Community,  Round  Valley  Reservation, 
California : 

Lots  59  and  60,  section  19,  Township  23 
North,  Range  12  West,  Mount  Diablo 
Meridian,  Mendocino  County,  California, 
containing  20  acres  more  or  less. 

These  lands  are  to  be  treated  as  and 
receive  the  same  benefits  and  protection 
as  other  trust  lands  held  for  the  benefit 
and  use  of  the  Covelo  Indian  Community. 
Appropriate  notation  will  be  made  in  the 
land  records  of  the  Bureau  of  Indian 
Affairs. 


Morris  Thompson, 
Commissioner  of  Indian  Affairs. 
[FR  Doc.76-14690  Filed  6-19-76:8:45  am] 


Bureau  of  Land  Management 

ALASKA  STATE  MULTIPLE  USE 
ADVISORY  BOARD 

Meeting 

May  14,  1976. 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  the  Alaska 
State  Multiple  Use  Advisory  Board  of  the 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  U.S.  De- 
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partment  of  the  Interior,  will  meet  July 
15-18, 1976. 

On  July  15  at  10:00  am.  the  Board  will 
have  an  orientation  on  Alaska  fire  man¬ 
agement  policy  and  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management’s  involvement  in  the  Youth 
Conservation  Corps  at  the  Tanacross 
Airfield,  Tanacross,  Alaska.  The  Board 
will  convene  its  business  meeting  July  15 
at  1:00  p.m.  in  the  Tok  School  Gymna¬ 
sium,  Tok,  Alaska,  and  hear  public  testi¬ 
mony  as  the  first  item  on  its  agenda.  The 
Board  will  then  receive  a  report  on  the 
Bureau  of  Land  Management’s  involve¬ 
ment  in  surface  management  on  Petro¬ 
leum  Reserve  Numbered  Four,  including 
copies  of  any  draft  surface  management 
regulations  which  may  have  been  de¬ 
veloped  by  that  time.  They  will  also  have 
a  presentation  on  Bureau  of  Land  Man¬ 
agement  land-use  planning  in  the  Fair¬ 
banks  District’s  Fortymile  Resource  Area, 
along  the  Taylor  Highway  and  the  Forty- 
mile  River  and  its  tributaries.  Purpose 
of  the  discussion  is  to  note  similarities 
and  differences  between  the  State’s  Tay¬ 
lor  Highway,  which  is  open  to  the  public, 
and  the  State's  Pipeline  Haul  Road  north 
of  the  Yukon  River,  which  presently  is 
closed  to  the  public.  Discussion  of  these 
items  will  continue  throughout  the  day 
and  possibly  evening. 

On  July  16  at  8:00  a.m.  the  Board  will 
depart  Tok  by  bus  on  a  field  trip.  It  will 
travel  up  the  Taylor  Highway  to  view 
that  road,  and  in  afternoon  transfer  to 
rafts  on  the  Fortymile  River.  The  Board 
will  make  camp  overnight  and  listen  to 
the  presentations  on  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management’s  management  framework 
plan  for  the  Fortymile  Resource  Area  in 
the  evening. 

On  July  17,  the  Board  will  continue  its 
trip  down  the  Forty-mile  River,  trans¬ 
ferring  to  a  bus  about  mid-day  to  con¬ 
tinue  up  the  Taylor  Highway  to  the  City 
of  Eagle,  Alaska.  Upon  arrival  in  the  City 
of  Eagle,  the  Board  will  hear  a  brief  pres¬ 
entation  on  the  historical  restoration 
plan  for  buildings  in  the  City  of  Eagle 
and  former  U.S.  Army’s  Fort  Egbert. 

On  July  18  at  8:00  am.  the  Board 
will  meet  at  the  Wickersham  Court¬ 
house  to  begin  a  tour  of  Eagle  and  Fort 
Egbert  to  examine  current  historical 
restoration  projects.  At  10:00  am.  the 
Board  will  reconvene  its  business  meet¬ 
ing  in  the  Wickersham  Courthouse,  City 
of  Eagle,  Alaska,  to  conduct  Board  busi¬ 
ness  and  make  recommendations. 

All  meetings  and  activities  of  the 
Board  will  be  open  to  the  public.  Mem¬ 
bers  of  the  public  wishing  to  participate 
in  the  field  trip  must  furnish  their  own 
transportation  and  camping  equipment; 
it  is  also  recommended  that  they  make 
prior  arrangements  to  return  home  from 
Eagle  the  evening  of  July  18,  1976. 

Oral  or  written  statements  may  be 
submitted  for  the  Board’s  consideration 
the  afternoon  of  July  15.  Oral  statements 
are  not  to  exceed  ten  minutes  and  must 
pertain  to  matters  under  consideration 
by  the  Board  at  this  meeting  or  the 
meeting  in  the  City  of  Eagle,  Alaska. 
Written  copies  of  oral  statements  are 
requested,  and  anyone  wishing  to  make 


an  oral  statement  is  requested  to  inform 
the  State  Director  by  cl ose-of- business 
on  July  12.  Written  statements  for  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  Board  at  this  meeting 
may  also  be  filed  by  sending  them  to  the 
State  Director.  Early  mailing  of  written 
statements  is  encouraged  to  ensure  ade¬ 
quate  opportunity  for  Board  considera¬ 
tion. 

Further  information  concerning  the 
meeting  may  be  obtained  from  Kerry 
L.  Cartier,  Acting  Chief,  Public  Affairs, 
Alaska  State  Office,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  555  Cordova  Street, 
Anchorage,  Alaska  99501,  telephone 
(907)  277-1561. 

Curtis  V.  McVee, 
State  Director,  Alaska. 

[FR  Doc.76-14729  Filed  5-19-76:8:45  am] 


[Arizona  Phoenix  080572] 

ARIZONA 

Order  Providing  for  Opening  of  Lands 

In  an  exchange  made  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  Section  8  of  the  Act  of  June 
28,  1934,  as  amended,  (43  U.S.C.  815g), 
the  following  described  land  has  been  re- 
conveyed  to  the  United  States: 

Gila  and  Salt  Rivix  Meridian 

ARIZONA  , 

T.  1  S.,  R.  1  W., 

Sec.  16,  W%NK*4. 

The  area  described  contains  80.00 
acres. 

The  subject  land  lies  within  the  north¬ 
ern  extension  of  the  Sierra  Estrella 
Mountain  Range  and  within  the  bound¬ 
aries  of  the  Estrella  Mountain  County 
Regional  Park.  This  Is  a  scenic,  largely 
undeveloped  mountainous  area,  situated 
about  10  miles  southwest  of  Phoenix, 
Arizona.  This  80 -acre  tract  is  hilly  and 
bisected  by  a  number  of  entrenched 
drainage  ways.  The  elevations  range 
from  1200  to  1600  feet  in  the  area.  The 
soils  are  very  thin,  coarse  in  texture  with 
many  very  large  rock  fragments. 

The  land  has  been  classified  for  dis¬ 
posal  under  the  Recreation  and  Public 
Purposes  Act  of  June  14,  1926,  as 
amended,  (43  U.S.C.  869;  869-4),  in  re¬ 
sponse  to  Maricopa  County’s  applica¬ 
tion  to  include  the  subject  tract  as  part 
of  the  existing  Estrella  Mountain  County 
Regional  Park. 

At  10:00  A.M.,  on  June  18,  1976,  sub¬ 
ject  to  valid  existing  rights,  the  land  will 
be  open  to  the  operation  of  the  public 
land  laws. 

The  mineral  estate  was  not  exchanged ; 
therefore,  the  mineral  status  of  the  land 
is  not  affected  by  this  order. 

Inquiries  concerning  the  land  should 
be  addressed  to  the  Chief,  Branch  of 
Lands  and  Minerals  Operations,  Bureau 
of  Land  Management,  2400  Valley  Bank 
Center,  Phoenix,  Arizona  85073. 

Dated:  May  14, 1976. 

Harold  Ramsbacher, 
Acting  State  Director. 

]FR Doc.76-14602  Filed  5-19-76:8:46  am] 


BURLEY  DISTRICT  MULTIPLE  USE 
ADVISORY  BOARD 

Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  in  accordance 
with  Pub.  L.  92-463,  that  a  meeting  of 
the  Burley  District  Multiple  Use  Ad¬ 
visory  Board  will  be  held  June  29, 1976,  at 
8:30  A.M.,  at  the  District  Office,  two  miles 
south  on  Highway  27,  Burley,  Idaho. 

The  Ad  Hoc  Committees,  established 
during  the  February  4,  1976  meeting  of 
the  board  to  study  the  DLE  and  Carey 
Act  programs  of  the  Burley  District,  will 
meet  to  carry  out  their  assigned  respon¬ 
sibilities.  These  committees  will  study 
and  report  on  the  agricultural  activity 
in  the  Burley  District,  particularly  Gold¬ 
en  Valley,  the  Highway  Unit,  and  Black 
Pine  Valley.  The  committees  will  meet 
at  the  District  Office  where  there  will  be 
a  short  meeting  of  the  full  board  to  dis¬ 
cuss  policies  for  using  Advisory  Board 
funds. 

Any  Interested  person  wishing  to  make 
a  presentation  to  the  Board,  or  submit  a 
written  statement,  should  contact  the 
official  listed  below  at  least  five  (5)  days 
prior  to  the  meeting. 

Further  information  concerning  this 
meeting  may  be  obtained  from  the  Dis¬ 
trict  Manager,  Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment,  Route  No.  3,  Box  1,  Burley,  Idaho 
83318  (telephone  678-5514) . 

Minutes  of  the  meeting  will  be  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection  and  copying 
approximately  one  (1)  month  after  the 
meeting  at  the  District  Office  in  Burley. 
Idaho. 

Nick  James  Cozakos, 
District  Manager. 

| FR  Doc.76-14695  Filed  5-19-76:8:46  am] 


[CA  632] 

CALIFORNIA 

Order  Providing  for  Opening  of  Public  Land 

1.  In  exchange  of  lands  made  under 
the  provisions  of  Section  8  of  the  Act  of 
June  28,  1934  (48  Stat.  1272),  as 
amended,  (43  U.S.C.  315g),  the  following 
described  lands  have  been  reconveyed 
to  the  United  States: 

Mount  Diablo  Meridian 

T.  14  N.,  R.  10  E„ 

Sec.  15.  SV4: 

Sec.  10.SEK.  , 

The  area  described  aggregates  480 
acres  in  Placer  County,  California. 

2.  This  land  lies  adjacent  to  national 
resource  land.  It  is  valuable  for  Water¬ 
shed  and  Wildlife  habitat  and  will  be 
managed  under  Multiple  Use  Manage¬ 
ment. 

3.  The  United  States  does  not  have 
jurisdiction  as  to  the  Geothermal  Steam 
in  the  land  described  in  paragraph  1  as 
the  Geothermal  Steam  was  not  recon¬ 
veyed  by  exchange. 

4.  At  10  a.m.  on  April  23, 1976,  the  land 
shall  be  open  to  operation  of  the  public 
land  laws  generally,  subject  to  valid  ex¬ 
isting  rights,  the  provisions  of  existing 
withdrawal  and  the  requirements  of  ap- 
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re-  of  transporting  natural  gas  across  the 
following  National  Resource  Lands: 


plicable  law.  All  valid  applications 
ceived  at  or  prior  to  10  a.m.  on  April  23, 
1976,  shall  be  considered  as  simultane¬ 
ously  filed  at  that  time.  Those  received 
thereafter  shall  be  considered  in  the 
order  of  filing. 

5.  Except  as  to  the  Geothermal  Steam 
reservation  described  in  paragraph  3 
above,  the  lands  will  be  open  to  location 
under  the  United  States  Mining  laws 
and  applications  and  offers  under  the 
mineral  leasing  laws  at  10  a.m.  on 
April  23,  1976. 

Inquiries  concerning  the  lands  should 
be  addressed  to  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  Room  E-2841,  Federal  Of¬ 
fice  Building,  2800  Cottage  Way,  Sacra¬ 
mento,  California  95825. 

Walter  F.  Holmes, 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands  and 
Minerals  Operations. 

(FR  Doc.76-14693  Filed  5-19-76:8:45  ami 


VERNAL  DISTRICT  MULTIPLE  USE 
ADVISORY  BOARD,  UTAH 

Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Vernal 
District  Multiple  Use  Advisory  Board  of 
the  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  U.S. 
Department  of  the  Interior,  will  meet  in 
the  Vernal  District  Office  of  the  Bureau 
of  Land  Management,  91  West  Main 
Street,  Vernal,  Utah  at  9:30  a.m.  on 
Tuesday,  June  29  and  30,  1976. 

The  morning  of  June  29  will  be  de¬ 
voted  to  organization  of  the  Board  and 
election  of  officers.  During  the  remainder 
of  the  meeting  the  Board  will  tour  the 
U.S.  Steel  Phosphate  Preference  Right 
Lease  Application  area,  the  proposed 
White  River  Dam  site,  and  the  proposed 
recreation  sites  at  Pelican  Lake  and 
Brough  Reservoir. 

The  meeting  is  open  to  the  public.  In¬ 
terested  persons  may  make  oral  presen¬ 
tations  to  the  Board  or  file  written  state¬ 
ments.  Such  statements  should  be  pre¬ 
sented  to  the  official  listed  below’  at  least 
one  day  prior  to  the  meeting. 

Further  information  concerning  this 
meeting  may  be  obtained  from  Lloyd  H. 
Ferguson,  District  Manager,  Bureau  of 
Land  Management,  P.O.  Box  F,  Vernal, 
Utah  84078,  telephone  number  789-1362. 

John  A.  Kwiatkowski, 
Acting  District  Manager. 

(FR  Doc.76-14696  Filed  5-19-76;8:45  am] 


[  W-55906] 

WYOMING 

Application 

May  13, 1976. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  Section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act 
of  1920,  as  amended  (30  U.S.C.  185) ,  the 
Stauffer  Chemical  Company  of  Wyoming 
filed  an  application  for  a  right-of-way  to 
construct  a  4"  pipeline  for  the  purpose 


T  22  N  R.  103  W., 

Sec.  4,  lots  1.  2,  3,  SEy4NE>4,  E>/2SEV4. 

The  pipeline  will  transport  natural  gas 
from  a  well  in  sec.  4  to  an  existing 
gathering  system  in  sec.  4,  T.  22  N., 
R.  103  W.,  Sweetwater  County,  Wyoming. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  in¬ 
form  the  public  that  the  Bureau  will  be 
proceeding  with  consideration  of  whether 
the  application  should  be  approved,  and 
if  so,  under  what  terms  and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  express 
their  views  on  this  matter  should  do  so 
promptly.  Persons  submitting  comments 
should  include  their  name  and  address 
and  send  them  to  the  District  Manager, 


Red-Cockaded  Woodpecker  “Dendrocopos 
Borealis” 

17.22(a)  Previously  forwarded. 

(1)  Red-cockaded  woodpecker,  Dendro¬ 
copos  borealis. 

The  number  of  birds  banded  depends  upon 
the  production  of  young,  the  number  of 


Bureau  of  Land  Management,  P.O.  Box 
1869,  Rock  Springs,  Wyoming  82901. 

Glenna  M.  Lane, 
Acting  Chief,  Branch  of  Lands 
and  Minerals  Operations. 

(FR  Doc.76-14694  Filed  5-19-76:8:45  am] 


Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
ENDANGERED  SPECIES  PERMIT 
Receipt  of  Application 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  application  for  a  permit  is  deemed  to 
have  been  received  under  section  10  of 
the  Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973  (P.L. 
93-205). 


adults  (unbanded)  that  move  Into  a  colony 
site,  and  the  amount  of  time  I  can  afford 
my  banding  activities.  No  birds  are  taken  for 
export  or  interstate  commerce. 

(2)  All  of  the  birds  to  be  covered  by  this 
permit  are  in  the  wild. 

(3)  Since  1969  I  have  banded  over  200 
Red-cockaded  woodpeckers  with  no  known 


omb no.  u.aiM 


DCTARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
I.S.  FISH  INI  WILDLIFE  SERVICE 

FEDERAL  FISH  AND  WILDLIFE 
LICENSE /PERMIT  APPLICATION 


Theodore  Ashe  Beckett. -Ill 
Magnolia  Gardens-Route  4 
Charleston,  S.  C.  29407 
Phone:  803:766-8040 


I.  APPLICATION  FOR  (Fedicefe  Defy  ewe) 
IMPORT  OR  EXPORT  LICCMJC 


2.  BRIC.F  DESCRIPTION  OF  ACTIVITY  FOR  WHICH  REQUCSTCO  UCENSC 
On  PERMIT  IS  NEEDED. 


See  supplemental  sheet 


4.  IF  "APPLICANT”  IS  AN  INDIVIDUAL.  COMPLKT*  THE  FOLLOWING; 


(2S«IN.  PMAS.  ClMISS  □««■. 


oatFoPTmStn- 

11/23/1919 


PHONE  NUMBER  WHERE  EMF.OVEO  SOCIAL  SECURITY  NUMBER 

|-  571-1266 irJlC-nH-  247-20-5754 

OCCUPATION 

Nursery  Manager _ 


HEIGHT 

5'9" 


WEIGHT 

140  lbs. 


EXPLAIN  TTFE  OR  KINO  OF  BUSINESS.  ADENST.  OR  INSTITUTION 


COLOR  HAIR  COLOR  ETCS 


t.  LOCATION  WHERE  PROPOSCO  ACTIVITY  IS  TO  BE  CONOUCTEO 

Deveaux  Bank-off  Seabroolc  Beach 
(now  the  site  of  the  Alexander 
Sprunt  Memorial) 


i»irmmb>fb«wn«i  Band i no  Permit 
#6741  Master-personal;  Collecting  permit 
I4-SC-385;  Endangered  Species  Permit  PR[ 


•.  IF  REQUIRED  W  ANY  STATE  OR  FOREIGN  GOVERNMENT.  OO  YOU 
HAVE  THEIR  APPROVAL  TO  CONOUCT  THE  ACTIVITY  YOU 
PROPOSE?  (□  YES  Q  NO 

|M/W|  list  jurisdictions  cad  (PR  *f  Acvemi) 


rra 


■-l-c 


Now 


II.  DURATION  NEEDED 


Probably  several 
more  years 


12.  ATTACHMENTS.  THE  SPECIFIC  INFORMATION  REOUIREO  FOR  THE  TYPE  OF  LICCNSC/PERMIT  REQUESTED  (See  SO  CF«  13. 12(b))  MUST  B* 
ATTACHED.  IT  CONSTITUTES  AN  INTEGRAL  PART  OF  THIS  APPLICATION.  LIST  SECTIONS  OF  50  CFH  UNOER  WHICH  ATTACHMENTS  ARg 
PROVfOCO.  •  * 


CERTIFICATION 

I  HEREBY  CERTIFY  THAT  I  HAVE  READ  ANO  All  FAMILIAR  WITH  THE  REGULATIONS  CONTAINED  IN  TITLE  SB.  WART  It  OF  THE  CODE  OF  FEOERAL 
REGULATIONS  ANO  THE  OTHER  APPLICABLE  PARTS  IN  SUBCHAPTER  B  OF  CHAPTER  I  OF  TITLE  SO,  ANO  I  FURTHER  CERTIFY  THAT  THE  INFOR. 
NATION  SUBMITTED  IN  THIS  APPLICATION  FOR  A  LICENSE/ PERMIT  IS  COMPLETE  ANO  ACCURATE  TO  THE  BEST  OF  MT  KNOWLEDGE  ANO  BELIEF. 

I  UNDERSTAND  THAT  ANT  FALSE  STATEMENT  HEREIN  MAT  SUBJECT  ME  TO  THE  CRIMINAL  PENALTIES  OF  II  U.S.C  1011. 


H0NATVNC  (la  MAI 


w 

ll/TN 


/ut.  *<?.  IZZk 

*  MTlUM.M 
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loss  of  birds  handled  as  a  result  of  my  work. 
The  birds  are  caught  In  pole  nets,  the  needed 
data  (measurements,  weight,  etc.)  recorded, 
and  the  birds  released. 

(4)  The  birds  to  be  banded  have  not  been 
removed  from  the  wild  and  are  hatched  at 
the  point  of  release. 

(6)  No  institution  or  other  facility  Is  In¬ 
volved  in  my  work. 

(6)  No  birds  are  to  be  reared  under  this 
permit  request. 

(7)  I  have  no  contracts  and  agreements  in¬ 
volved  in  my  banding  work.  The  dates  on 
which  I  will  place  bands  on  the  young  will 
depend  on  the  development  of  the  young, 
suitability  of  weather,  and  my  available  time. 
Since  I  am  not  removing  birds  from  the  wild, 
I  have  no  plan  for  their  disposal. 

I  have  been  working  with  the  Red- 
coekaded  woodpecker  since  1969  in  an 


Baoww  Pelican  “Pzlbcaxvs  Occident aljs" 
17.22(a)  Previously  forwarded. 

(1)  Brown  pelican,  p  elec  anus  occidentals. 
The  number  of  birds  banded  depends  on 
the  number  of  young  developed  to  a  size 


effort  to  learn  its  true  status  in  South 
Carolina,  learn  as  much  as  possible  of  its 
life  history,  and  above  all,  ways  in  which 
the  species  will  be  able  to  survive  in 
today’s  world  of  “clear  cut  and  replant.” 
I  have  over  200  birds  banded  and  code 
color  banded — many  of  known  age.  I  am 
at  present  working  up  a  table  projecting 
longevity  and  another  on  tree  loss  and 
the  various  causes. 

At  present  the  Forestry  Service  has  a 
biologist  who  plans  to  continue  into  the 
future  working  the  various  colonies  in 
which  I  have  acquired  about  six  years  of 
field  knowledge.  Since  I  am  now  57  years 
of  age  and  the  camping  and  climbing 
of  ladders  is  in  fact  for  the  youth,  I  do 
not  anticipate  too  many  more  years  of 
intensive  work  with  this  species. 

No  birds  are  harmed  or  collected. 


suitable  for  banding.  No  birds  are  taken  for 
export  or  Interstate  commerce. 

(2)  All  of  the  birds  to  be  covered  by  this 
permit  are  In  the  wild. 

(8)  I  have  banded  over  12,000  Brown  peli¬ 
cans  In  the  last  80  years  with  no  known 


losses  as  a  result  of  my  work.  The  young,  In 
nest  on  ground,  are  picked  up,  banded  and 
replaced  In  the  nest. 

(4)  The  birds  to  be  banded  have  not  been 
removed  from  the  wild  and  are  hatched  at 
the  point  of  release. 

(5)  No  Institution  or  other  facility  Is  In¬ 
volved  In  my  work. 

(6)  Although  I  have  reared  Injured  young 
In  the  past  to  a  point  for  release,  no  young  or 
adults  are  to  be  reared  under  this  permit  re¬ 
quest. 

(7)  I  have  no  contracts  and  agreements 
Involved  In  my  banding  work.  The  dates  on 
which  I  will  place  bands  on  the  young  will 
depend  on  the  development  of  the  young, 
suitability  of  weather,  and  my  available 
time.  Since  I  am  not  removing  birds  from 
the  wild,  I  have  no  plan  for  their  disposal. 

I  have  beeh  working  with  and  banding  the 
Brown  pelican  for  over  25  years.  I  have  cur¬ 
rently  banded  over  11,000  birds.  It  was 
through  my  work  and  that  of  Dr.  Hildebrand 
that  the  species  was  placed  on  the  endan¬ 
gered  list  and  the  West  Coast  population 
was  at  last  checked  for  nesting  success.  I 
have  watched  the  Brown  pelican  decline  to 
10%  of  Its  former  population  In  South  Caro-, 
llna,  although  It  appears  to  currently  be 
Increasing  In  numbers  with  a  striking  de¬ 
crease  In  egg  and  nestling  loss.  I  have  made 
studies  of  breeding  age.  food  habits,  nestling 
success  and  assisted  other  biologists  In  their 
work  with  the  species. 

I  have  succeeded  In  having  the  Deveaux 
Bank  colony  declared  a  sanctuary  with  a 
warden  to  protect  It.  In  former  years  I  have 
helped  to  post  and  acquire  Federal  protec¬ 
tion  for  the  site. 

I  am  not  a  professional  ornithologist  nor 
do  I  claim  to  make  the  most  use  of  my 
current  field  records.  With  almost  fifty  year? 
in  field  work  it  Is  likely  that  I  will  soon  be 
forced  to  be  more  active  In  publishing  my 
accumulated  notes  and  recovery  records.  To 
date  I  have  assisted  all  professional  biologists 
with  my  past  work  and  expect  to  continue  to 
do  so  In  the  future. 

Documents  and  complete  information 
submitted  in  connection  with  this  appli¬ 
cation  are  available  for  public  inspection 
during  normal  business  hours  at  the 
Service’s  office  in  Suite  600,  1612  K 
Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 

Interested  persons  may  comment  on 
this  application  by  submitting  written 
data,  views,  or  arguments,  preferably  in 
triplicate,  to  the  Director  (FWS/LE), 
US.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  Post 
Office  Box  19183,  Washington,  D.C.  20036. 
All  relevant  comments  received  on  or 
before  June  21,  1976,  will  be  considered. 

Dated:  May  17,  1976. 

Loren  K.  Parcher, 
Deputy  Chief,  Division  of  Law 
Enforcement,  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service. 

[FR  Doc.76-14672  Filed  6-19T76;8:45  am) 


ENDANGERED  SPECIES  PERMIT 
Receipt  of  Application 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  application  for  a  permit  is  deemed 
to  have  been  received  under  section  10  of 
the  Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973 
(PI*  93-205). 

Applicant:  William  Albert  Burnham,  Pere¬ 
grine  Fund  at  Cornell  University,  1424 
Northeast  Frontage  Road,  Fort  Collins,  Col¬ 
orado  80521. 


OM «  wo  42-AlftTO 


DEPARTMENT  Of  THE  INTERIOR 
I  S.  FISH  AND  VU.01KE  SERVICE 

FEDERAL  FISH  AND  WILDLIFE 
UCENSE/PERMIT  APPLICATION 


a.  APPLICANT.  <»m 

Aatie— a.  ageac/,  t  MiliADM  tm  »Aic*  perai(  ii  renewed; 

Theodore  Ashe  Beckett,  III 
Magnolia  Gardens-Route  4 
Charleston,  S.  C.  29407 
Phone  :  803:766-8040 


I.  application  PON  «ad.«ata  mtf  m**! 

IMPONT  ON  1KPOPT  LtCCWtC 


□ 


See  supplemental  sheet 


4.  IF  "APPLICANT”  IS  AN  MOtVlOUAL.  COMPLETE  THE  FOLLOWING! 


HEIGHT  [WEIGHT 

3««.  □■*«.  □  «*.  I  5'9"  140  lbs. 


DATE  OF  »RTH 

11/23/1918 


PHONE  NUMKP  «*IERE  EMPLOYED  I  SOCIAL  SECURITY  NUYACR 

4-7-571-1266 247-20-5754 

[occupation 

Nursery  Manager _ 


COLON  HAIR  |  COLOR  EYES 

Brown  |  Brown 


Ss  IF  "APPLICANT"  IS  A  SjSinESS.  CQWWQWATION.  PUBLIC  AGENCY. 

On  INSTITUTION.  COMPLETE  THE  fOLLOW.NO: 

“  EXPLAIN  TY*t  6*  KINS  #  PUSlNCfct  AGENCY,  ON  INSTITUTION 


NAM*.  YlTLC.  And  Phone  NUMGEA  OF  P  ALL  DENT,  PRINCIPAL 

officer,  director,  etc, 


S.  LOCATION  WHERE  PROPOSED  ACTIVITY  IS  TO  BE  CONDUCTED 

Chiefly  in  the  Francis  Marion 
National  Forest  and  adjacent 
private  lands. 


7.  BO  YOU  HOLD  ANT  CURRENTLY  VALID  FEDERAL  FISH  ANQ 
WILDLIFE  LICENSE  OR  PCWHT7  Q$  YES  Q  NO 
(Vf/N,  ties  lice*—  m  p*mil  **m Ini) 

Banding  Permit  #6741  Master-personaT, 
Collecting  Permit  f  4-SC-385:  Endangered 


B>  IF  RCOuiREO  Bv  ANT  STATE  OR  FOREIGN  GOVERNMENT,  OO  VI 
HAVE  THEIR  APPROVAL  TO  CONOUCT  THE  ACTIVITY  YOU 
PROPOSE?  .  D  YES  □  NO 

h* 4  /wirR'cn'— »  nd  tff »  *t  Rflwwnj 


Now 


It.  DURATION  NEEDED 

Probably  several 
more  years 


[12.  ATTACHMENTS.  THE  SPECIFIC  INFORMATION  REQUIRED  FOR  THE  TYPE  OF  LICENSE/ PERMIT  REQUESTED  it—  JO  Cf  ft  /  MUST  BA 

ATTACHED.  IT  CONSTITUTES  AN  INTEGRAL  PART  OF  THIS  APPLICATION.  UST  SECTIONS  OF  SO  CF  H  UNDER  FftilCH  ATTACHMENTS.  ARE 
PRDVOECL 


CERTIFICATION 

I  HEREBY  CERTIPY  THAT  I  HAVE  READ  AMD  Aft  FAMILIAR  WITH  THE  REGULATIONS  COMTAIHEO  IH  TITLE  JO,  FART  IS.  RF  THE  COftE  OF  FEDERAL 
REGULATION,  AMD  THE  OTHER  APPLICABLE  PART,  IM  EUBCHAPTER  B  OF  CHAPTER  I  OF  TITLE  „.  AMD  I  FURTHER  CERTIFY  THAT  THE  RtfOR. 
RATION  SUBMITTED  IN  THIS  APPLICATION  FOR  A  LICENSE  PERMIT  IS  COMPLETE  AMO  ACCURATE  TO  THE  BEST  OP  RT  KNOWLEDGE  AMD  BELIEF. 

I  UNDERSTAND  THAT  ANT  FALSE  STATEMENT  HEREIN  MAY  SUBJECT  ME  TO  THE  CRIMINAL  PENALTIES  OF  II  U.S.C  MOL  _ _ 


smnAtuhc  N-  — » 
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tmuMMiw 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  MTCMOR 
M.riuuimKiuaiK( 

FEDERAL  FISH  AND  W1LDUFE 
LICENSE /PERMIT  APPLICATION 


William  Albert' Burnham 
Peregrine  Fund  of  Cornell  Unlversit 
1424  Northeast  Frontage  Road 
Fort  Collins,  Colorado  80521 
30L493»A99? - - - 


U  APPLICATION  FQM  (MwMaafrw* 


|  |  MPONTOW PPOAT LICCKSC  |K  |l 


M.  amCF  OCSCMFTlON  OF  activity  fq«  mhich  ncqucstio  UCCNW 
ON  PCAMIT  II  NCCOCD.  1 

to  band  captive  bred  as  veil  as 
vild  Peregrine  Falcone  both  In 

nests  and  during  migration— 
for  scientific  purposes 


4  W  -AFFUCAHT”  WAN  MXVWUAU  COMPLETE  TMC  FOLLOWING: 


,  IP  “APPU.CAMT"  IS  A  SUSIMIiV 

on  iwrrmjTKX.  complete  thi 


CQAPOWATION.  PUBLIC  AQCNCY. 


THC  FOLLOWING: 


HCKjHT 

Qmh.  □  *«.  Qwrtu  □  ms.  I  '5* IQ* 


gflgrgwfH - 

Oct.  5.  1947 


PHONE  NUMBER  WHERE  EMPLOYED  SOCIAL  SECURITY  NUMBER 

493-4992  I  522-66-6571 


COLON  MAIN 

brn 


WIGHT 

165  lbs 


explain  type  on  kino  of  ELEWUS,  ascnct.  on  institution 


col6n  eyes 
blue 


°£ana(S?r_We stern  Peregrine  Falcon  breed 
^  _ eraitjp - 

AGENCY.  OR  INSTITUTIONAL  AFFILIATION  HA  VINO 
TO  DO  WITH  THE  WILDLIFE  TO  WE. COVERED  BY  THIS  L'CENSE  PERMIT 


ng 


S.  LOCATION  WHERE  PROPOSED  ACTIVITY  IS  TO  EC  CONOi  CTCC 


Colorado 

Utah 

[Texas 

Wyoming 

Arizona 


Idaho 
Montana 
Nevada 
New  Mexico 


7.  00  YOU  HOLD  ANY  CURRENTLY  VALIO  FEDERAL  FlSH  AND 
WILDLIFE  LICENSE  OR  PCIMITT  £]  YES  □  NO 
(It  yea,  Hat  Ucamaa  m  pamit  mmmbata) 

1 

Banding 

.Master.ipersonal _ 20495 . 


A  IF  REQUIRED  BY  ANY  STATE  OR  FOREIGN  GOVERNMENT.  DO  YOU 
HAVE  THEIR  APPROVAL  TO  CONDUCT  THC  ACTIVITY  YOU 
PROPOSE?  Q  YES  □  NO 

lit  yaa,  Ual  fmi'a&ciioaa  a*4  tpp*  at  Oocmmamia) 

I  will  and  have  aquired  the  states 
permission  as  needed. 


IE.  DC  SI  NEC  EFFECTIVE 

DATE 

Immediately 


II.  DUNATK3M  NEEDED 


until  conclusion  of  my 
-worK-at-least  -3-.ye.ars. 


111.  ATTACHMENTS.  THE  SPECIFIC  INFORMATION  REQUIRED  FOR  THC  TYPE  OF  LICENSE/ PERMIT -REQUESTED  <S*a  SO  CFO  iJ.IMkH  MUST  BE 
ATTACHED.  IT  CONSTITUTES  AH  INTEGRAL  PART  OF  THIS  APPLICATION.  LIST  SECTIONS  OF  SO  CFH  UN  OCR  WHICH  ATTACHMENTS  ARE 
PROVIOCO. 

refer  to  additional  pages 


CERTIFICATION 

I  HEREBY  CERTIFY  THAT  I  HAVE  READ  AMD  AM  FAMILIAR  WITH  THE  REGULATIONS  CONTAINED  IN  TITLE  SO.  PART  13,  OF  THE  CODE  OF  FEDERAL 
REGULATIONS  AND  THE  OTHER  APPLICABLE  PARTS  IH  SUBCHAPTER  B  OF  CHAPTER  I  OF  TITLE  JB.  AND  I  FURTHER  CERTIFY  THAT  THE  IHFOR. 
RATION  SUBJUTTED  IN  THIS  APPLICATION  FOR  A  LICENSE/PERMIT  IS  COMPLETE  AND  ACCURATE  TO  THE  BEST  OF  MT  KNOWLEDGE  AND  BEUEF. 

I  UNDERSTAND  THAT  ANT  FALSE  STATEMENT  HEREIN  MAT  SUBJECT  ME  TO  THE  CRIMINAL  PENALTIES  OF  B  U.S.C.  IBM. _ 


MMATONE  If.  mil 


2-*-r?76 


17.22(a)  (1)  Peregrine  Falcon,  Falco  pere- 
grinus  to  band  nestling  and  migrants  both 
captlvely  produced  and  wild. 

(2)  Falcons  to  be  banded  will  be  wild  as 
well  as  captlvely  produced. 

(3)  Does  not  apply. 

(4)  Does  not  apply. 

(5)  Does  not  apply. 

(6)  Does  not  apply. 

(7)  Does  not  apply. 

(8)  (1)  to  band  wild  and  captlvely  pro¬ 
duced  Peregrln'e  Falcons. 

(11)  Captive  produced  young  will  be  banded 
as  well  as  any  young  located  which  will  be 
Involved  In  Introduction  related  activities. 
Also,  to  band  wild  migrant  peregrines  located 
during  research  activities. 


(Ill)  The  banding  will  give  Information  on 
survivorship  and  movement  of  Peregrine  Fal¬ 
cons.  — 

(lv)  Does  not  apply. 

April  18, 1975. 

Director, 

FSW-LE, 

V.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service, 
Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Sis:  The  Information  within  Is  that 
requested  In  section  22.22  of  the  Federal 
Register.  Vol.  39.  No.  3 — January  4,  1974. 

21.11(a)  (1)  The  banding  permit  I  pres¬ 
ently  possess  allows  for  the  banding  of 
Peregrine  Falcons  and  other  raptors  except 
eagles  or  other  endangered'  species. 

(2)  The  purpose  of  the  banding  would  be 
to  marie  all  captlvely  raised  Peregrine  Fal¬ 


cons  being  placed  In  the  wild  and  to  also 
band  all  nestlings  located  while  selecting 
sites  for  or  during  the  reintroducing  of  cap¬ 
tlvely  produced  falcons.  I  also  trap  and  band 
migrating  falcons  for  John  8m  1th  and  the 
Texas  Game  and  Fish  Department.  Ob¬ 
viously  the  reason  for  all  the  above  activity 
Is  to  gain  Information  relating  to  the 
Peregrine  Falcon’s  movement  and  survival. 

(3)  My  present  permit  authorizes  me  to 
band  In  Utah,  Texas,  Wyoming,  Idaho,  Mon¬ 
tana,  Nevada,  Colorado,  New  Mexico  and 
Arizona.  These  are  states  which  peregrines 
may  be  reintroduced  and  studied  In. 

(4)  No  salvage  specimens  are  anticipated 
but  Cornell  University  In  Ithaca,  New  York, 
would  be  the  recipient  of  such  specimens. 

Comment:  Presently  I  am  authorized  to 
use  plastic  leg  bands  on  Peregrine  Falcons 
in  coordination  with  F.  Prescott  Ward,  No. 
9448,  Edge  wood  Arsenal,  Maryland.  The  au¬ 
thorization  allows  for  orange  leg  bands 
w/blk  numerals  in  Texas;  light  blue  leg 
bands  w/blk  numerals  In  Utah,  Wyoming, 
Idaho,  Montana,  Nevada,  Colorado,  New 
Mexico  and  Arizona.  I  would  very  much  like 
to  maintain  this  authorization  as  It  Is  ex¬ 
tremely  valuable  for  Identifying  the  falcons 
at  a  distance. 

Thank  you  for  your  consideration. 

Sincerely  yours, 

William  Burnham. 

Documents  and  complete  information 
submitted  in  connection  with  this  appli¬ 
cation  are  available  for  public  inspection 
during  normal  business  hours  at  the 
Service’s  office  in  Suite  600,  1612  K 
Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 

Interested  persons  may  comment  on 
this  application  by  submitting  written 
data,  views,  or  arguments,  preferably  In 
triplicate,  to  the  Director  (FWS/LE), 
UJS.  Pish  and  Wildlife  Service,  Post  Of¬ 
fice  Box  19183,  Washington,  D.C.  20036. 
All  relevant  comments  received  on  or 
before  June  21,  1976  will  be  considered. 

Dated:  May  17, 1976. 

Loren  K.  Parcher, 
Acting  Chief,  Division  of  Law 
Enforcement  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service. 

[FR  Doc.76-14673  Filed  6-19-76;8:46  am] 


ENDANGERED  SPECIES  PERMIT 
Receipt  of  Application 
Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  application  for  a  permit  is  deemed 
to  have  been  received  under  section  10  of 
the  Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973  (P.L. 
93-206) . 

Applicant:  Bmory  University,  Dr.  John  F. 
R.  Kuck,  Jr,  Eye  Research  Laboratory,  At¬ 
lanta,  Georgia  30322. 
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17.22(a)  Form  3-200  already  submitted 
The  following  information  Is  submitted  as  an 
attachment  to  3-200. 

1.  Alligator  mlsslsslpplensis.  One  speci¬ 
men  needed,  of  unspecified  sex.  Age:  as  young 
as  possible,  preferably  a  hatching.  Scientific 
purpose:  to  take  Raman  spectrum  of  lens 
proteins  In  the  intact  living  lens  and  to 
make  further  studies  on  separated  lens  pro¬ 
teins.  For  this  purpose  the  animal  will  be 
sacrificed  and  the  eyes  removed. 

2.  The  alligator  Is  still  to  be  taken  by  state 
wildlife  officials  In  the  Okefenokee  Swamp 
where  there  Is  presently  no  shortage. 

3.  and  4.  Not  applicable. 

5.  Alligator  will  not  be  maintained  but  will 
be  used  as  soon  as  possible  when  the  scien¬ 
tific  preparations  are  complete,  l.e„  within 
daye  after  receipt  of  the  specimen. 

6.  A  live  specimen  Is  necessary  in  order 
that  the  organ  to  be  examined  Is  still  living 
Otherwise  the  rest  of  section  6  Is  not  ap¬ 
plicable. 

7.  I  have  no  written  contract  but  Mr 
Handy  of  the  State  Oame  and  Fish  Division 
has  given  me  oral  assurance  of  his  coopera¬ 
tion  and  that  of  personnel  In  the  field.  Mr 
Jack  Frost  of  the  regional  office  of  the  U.S 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  Is  also  aware  of 
this  arrangement. 

8.  In  order  to  study  the  undenatured  pro¬ 
teins  of  the  alligator  lens  it  is  necessary  to 
have  a  live  animal  which  can  be  sacrificed 
at  a  convenient  time.  The  research  is  not 
concerned  with  wildlife  survival  as  such  but 
Is  designed  to  shed  light  on  cataract  forma¬ 
tion  in  those  species  (i.e.,  birds  and  reptiles) 
which  seem  much  more  resistant  to  cataract 
formation  than  humans. 

The  animal  will  be  sacrificed  humanely  by 
opening  the  Jugular  vein.  After  removal  of 
the  eyes  the  body  will  be  preserved  for  the 
use  of  anyone  wishing  to  study  other  tissues 

Dr.  John  F.  R.  Kuck,  Jr., 

Emory  University 
Eye  Research  Laboratory 

Documents  and  complete  information 
submitted  in  connection  with  this  appli¬ 
cation  are  available  for  public  inspection 
during  normal  business  hours  at  the 
Service’s  office  in  Suite  600, 1612  K  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 

Interested  persons  may  comment  on 
this  application  by  submitting  written 
data,  views,  or  arguments,  preferably  in 
triplicate,  to  the  Director  (FWS/LE) , 
U.S.  Pish  and  Wildlife  Service,  Post  Of- 


FEOCRAL  FISH  AND  WILOUFC 
UCiHSE /PERMIT  APPLICATION 


or  ACTIVITY 


on  «*e*Mir  tSMEcoca. 

To  take  one  young  alligator  for  the 
purpose  of  removing  the  eye*  to  study 
the  lenticular  proteins  by  Raman 
spectroscopy 


Dr.  John  F.R.  Euck,  Jr. 

Fye  Research  Laboratory 
Fmory  University 
Atlanta ,  0A  3C322 

ph  l»0L-377-2l»ll  ex  77L5 


0«  INSTITUTION.  COM»l£TC  TV.CTC..O-NS  _ 

'ewjMiiT  vP¥uiirK«NO  o»>  is  agcsc*,  omT  NS*«rurio* 


fiOHT 
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Jaw  27.  1918  ,  ;  gray _ j  bit 

TMONt  Nlrtieeo  ONERE  CMPlOYCC  SOCi»-  security  hum 
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biochemist  Associate  Professor 


NAMC.  TITLE.  And  FhOhE  n  j>a#€A  Zc  ••fl  lEhT  NCl*AU 
OFFICER  cw  hector  etc. 


,t:Ona_  affiliation  having 
5VC»E:  9*  this  UCENSE'*>E«M»T 


Any  BUSINESS  AGENCY.  OB  INST.”* 

TO  DO  BITh  T**£  BILOUFE  TO  BE  ZZ 

Emory  University 
Dame  It  Fish  Division, Vatural  Resources 
Dept  of  the  State  of  Georgia 


'.Vi  Tv  f  TO  BE  CONOuC  TF  o 


Eye  Research  Lab 
Emory  University 
1365  Cllftcn  Rd  WE 
Atlanta  Gt  303?? 


See  12,  below 


CCRTIEJCO  CHECK  OS  MOnC*  CSOER  i»f  apptxabU)  FAVA«i.E  TO 
THE  U.S  F>SH  ANO  WLOUPC  SESVCE  CsCLOSEO  AMOUNT  OF 


IQ.  OESIBCO  EFFECTIVE  I  OuSA-  Js  N2CC£D 

DATE  #  I 

as  soon  as  possible  6  months 

..  . .  ... _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  .  .  e  OF  I.ICENW/REIWIT  REOeE.TED  •»„  A  Cfe  >J.:;  *II«U»T  BE 

ATTACHEOl  iT  CONSTITUTES  *N  INTEiS.L  eART  Or  THIS  APPLICATION.  LIST  SECTIONS  OF  SO  CFR  UNDER  RHiCH  ATTAC-UENT*  ARE 

p*>',‘oa>-  5ute  oT  (jat  wildlife  officials  have  agreed  to  collect  a  young  animal  for  me 
In  the  Okefenokee  and  convey  It  to  me  when  I  obtain  the  nroper  federal  permit 


CERTIFICATION 

J  HEREBY  CERTIFY  THAT  I  HAVE  READ  AND  am  FamILIaR  WITH  THE  REGULATIONS  CURTAINED  IN  TI1.E  SO.  I*ART  II.  OF  THE  C00E  OF  FEDERAL 
REGULATIONS  AND  THE  OTHER  APPLICABLE  PARTS  IN  SUBCHAPTER  B  OF  CHAPTER  I SF  TITLE  SO,  ANO  I  FURTHER  CERTIFT  THAT  THE  InFOR- 
RATION  SUBMITTED  IN  THIS  APPLICATION  FOR  A  LICENSE/PERBIT  IS  COMPLETE  AND  ACCURATE  TO  TNE  BEST  OF  «T  KNOWLEDGE  AND  BEUEF. 


I  UNDERSTAND  THAT  ANT  FALSE  STATEMENT  HEREIN  MAY  SUCIECT  RE  TO  THE  CRIABRAL  PENALTIES  Of  II  U.S.C  I3SI. 
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flee  Box  19183,  Washington,  D.C.  20036. 
All  relevant  comments  received  on  or  be¬ 
fore  June  21,  1976  will  be  considered. 

Dated:  May  17, 1976. 

Loren  K.  Parcher, 
Acting  Chief,  Division  of  Law 
Enforcement,  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service. 

[FR  Doc.76-14674  Plied  6-19-76:8:46  am] 


ENDANGERED  SPECIES  PERMIT 
Receipt  of  Application 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  application  for  a  permit  is  deemed 
to  have  been  received  under  section  10 
of  the  Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973 
(Pub.  L.  93-205). 

Applicant:  San  Antonio  Zoological  Gar¬ 
dens  and  Aquarium,  3903  N.  St.  Mary’s 
Street,  San  Antonio,  Texas  78212. 


oms  mo  u  mnn 


DEPARTMENT  Of  THE  MTEPiOl 
I.S.  rise  AM  WilDllFE  tEdnCE 

FEDERAL  FISH  AND  WILDLIFE 

ucErisE/PEiesrr  application 


1»  APPUCAMT.  (Iwt,  wphw  m4  M—  — tw  W  wAnMI, 

mi,  mime/,  m  imumIm  Aar  which  ftrail  it 

San  Antonio  Zoological  Gardens 
£  Aquarium 

3903  H.  St.  Mary's  Street 
San  Antonio,  TX  78212 
<512)  734-7183 


I.  APPLICATION  *  ON  <1*4  .  tit  00/ f  0001 


□ 


IMPORT  OR  C*PORT  UCCMSC 


GO' 


2.  BRIEF  DE.SCRIPTION  OF  ACTIVITY  FOR  WHICH  wrOUESTCD  UCI-'-f 

or FtMvrT isnlcucix  import  1  male  maned 
Wolf  (Chrysocyon  brachyurus ) f rom 
the  Fundacao  Parque  Zoologico  de 
Sao  Paulo,  Sao  Paulo,  Brazil,  as 
•  mate  for  our  proven  breeder 
female  maned  wolf  to  propagate 
the  species. 


1  4  W  .••APPLICANT*  is  AN  MOIVtOUAU  COMPLETE  THE  FOLLOWING! 

S.  IF  ’  APPLICANT**  IS  A  OUS’NCSS.  CORPORATION.  PUBLIC  AGENCY. 

OH  INSTITUTION.  COMPLETE  TmE  FOLLOWING: 

tSKjSS  j  YPCClR  KINO  OF  MUISM.K  SLAGeNCYToR  IVlSTITuti  ST” 

Zoological  Gardens  £  Aquarium 
devoted  to  the  exhibition,  care 
fi  propagation  of  animals  in 
captivity.  Operated  by  the  San 
Antonio  Zoological  Society  for 
the  City  of  San  Antonio 

□mu  □««*.  □  ms. 

HEIGHT 

WCJOHT 

TSSTroFeiRTH 

COLOR  HAIR 

COLOR  CTES 

Rhone  number  nil  employed 

_ _ : _ 

SOCIAL  SECURITY  NUMKR 

_ 

.OCCUPATION 

ANY  OlISINESS  AGENCY.  ON  INSTITUTIONAL  AFFILIATION  HAVING 

TO  00  WITH  THE  WILCUF*  TO  BE  COVEREO  BY  THIS  LICEWSE/PE#*MT 

NAMC.  title.  AMO  PHONE  NUMBER  OF  PRESIDENT.  PR.NCiPAl 

OFFICER.  C  RECTOR.  ETC.  (512)  734.7^3 

Louis  R.  DiSabato,  Director 

IF  •‘APPLICANT"  IS  A  CORPORATION,  INDICATE  STATE  IN  Wm,C*4  * 
INCORPORATED 

Texas 

*.  LOCATION  BpERE  PROBOSCO  ACTIVITY  It  TO  OC  CONDUCTED 

Inport  from  Sho  Paulo, 
Brazil  to  8an  Antonio, 

Texas 

7.  OO  YOU  NOLO  ANT  CURRENTLY  VAUO  FEDERAL  fish  And 

WILDLIFE  LICENSE  OR  PERMIT!  [I YES  C7]  NO 

W  TFT.  AN  flll.ll  WRIWI  M*NlllpPTR  .  2  7’g.P 

PRT8-243-E,  ZS-6I,  2-SP-320,  ES-‘ 
ES-12  ,  ES-48  ,  2-PR-365  . 

*  IF  REQClREO  «v  ANY  ST  ATT  OR  FOREIGN  GOVERNMENT.  OO  YOU 
HAVE  TMtiR  APPROVAL  TO  CONOUCT  TMC  ACTIVITY  YOU 

PROPOSE*  “  TCI  “J  NO 

|//  /f#.  Isti  jtfipdtt  tivmt  0*4  mpe  . ft  #UCM ftrpfaj 

a  CERTIFIED  CHECK  OR  MONEY  ORDER  |  it  fpllnth)  payable  to 

IHt  UJ.F4M  AMO  MILDLlFE  SERVICE  ENCLOSED  IN  AMOUNT  OP 

• 

IS.  DESIRED  EFFECTIVE 

date  As  soon 
as  possible 

h.  duration neeoeo  120  d ay  s 

from  date  issued. 

IE  ATTACHMENTS.  THE  SPECIFIC  IMFOIWATION  REQUIRED  FOR  THE  TYPE  OF  LICENSE'PEIMPT  RCQjCi"SO  IS..  M  CF»  M.IXtlf  MUST  BE 
ETTACMEC.  IT  CONSTITUTES  AN  INTEGRAL  PART  OF  THIS  APPLICATION.  UST  SECTIONS  OF  SO  CFM  KNOCK  WHICH  ATTACHMENTS  ARE 

provide o.  gee  attachments  -  Sections  17.22  (1);  (5)  (i)  ;  (6)  (lv)  » 
(6)<v)|  (7) 

CERTIFICATION 

i sewer  cmufy  that i  have  wad  amd  ae  familiar  vrm  the  peculations  contained  w  titles*  fart  n.  of  the  code  of  federal 

REGULATIONS  AMO  THE  OTHER  APPLICABLE  PARTS  IN  IUBCHAPTER  B  Of  CHAPTER  1  OF  TITLE  SO.  ANDO  FURTHER  CERTIFY  THAT  THE  INFO*. 
RATION  SUBMITTED  M  THIS  APPLICATION  FOR  A  LICENSE.  PERMIT  IS  COMPLETE  AND  ACCURATE  TO  THE  «ST  OF  MY  KNOWLEDGE  AN0  BELIEF. 

1  UNDERSTAND  THAT  ANT  FALSE  STATEMENT  HEREIN  MAY  SUBJECT  ME  TO  THE  CRIMINAL  PENALTIES  OF  l» U.S.C.  1001.. 

••OHATVpjT  .to  » *k, 

March  26,  1976 

March  26,  1976. 

Director, 

UJS.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  Law  Enforce¬ 
ment,  USDl,  Washington,  D.C.  20240. 
Dear  Sir:  Enclosed  Is  a  permit  applica¬ 
tion  In  accordance  with  paragraph  17.22  Title 
50  CFR  for  the  Importation  of  one  male 
maned  wolf  ( Chrysocyon  brachyurus )  from 
the  Fundaco  Parque  Zoologico  de  Sao 
Paulo,  Brazil  to  the  San  Antonio  Zoological 
Gardens  A  Aquarium,  San  Antonio,  Texas. 

The  following  Is  the  Information  as  re¬ 
quired  by  paragraph  17.22: 

(1)  One  adult  male  maned  wolf  (Chryso¬ 
cyon  brachyurus )  to  be  Imported  from  the 


Fundacao  barque  Zoologico  de  Sao  Paulo, 
Sao  Paulo,  Brazil. 

(2)  The  animal  Is  In  captivity  and  has 
been  In  the  Golanla  Zoo,  Mato  Grosso,  Bra¬ 
zil,  for  about  two  years  (see  attachment). 
It  Is  a  wild  caught  animal. 

(3)  The  San  Antonio  Zoo  has  communi¬ 
cated  with  several  zoos  In  the  United  States 
since  October  1973  In  attempts  to  acquire 
a  mate  for  our  female  maned  wolf,  but  has 
been  unsuccessful.  We  contacted  all  known 
zoos  with  single  adult  males  In  their  collec¬ 
tions  or  who  had  bred  this  species  and  might 
have  a  surplus  male  offspring.  The  latest 
attempt  was  with  members  of  the  Interna¬ 


tional  Union  of  Directors  of  Zoological  Gar¬ 
dens  visiting  the  United  Statss  for  their 
International  conference. 

(4)  The  animal  was  originally  captured  In 
the  wild  In  Brazil. 

(6)  The  animal  will  be  maintained,  dis¬ 
played,  and  used  in  a  propagation  program 
at  the  San  Antonio  Zoological  Gardens  and 
Aquarium,  3903  N.  St.  Mary’s  Street,  San 
Antonio,  TX  78212. 

(6)  (1)  The  animal  will  be  housed  with 
our  female  maned  wolf  In  an  open-moated, 
wire-fronted,  naturalistic  exhibit  In  a  sec¬ 
tion  of  the  zoo  containing  a  series  of  open- 
moated  mammal  exhibits.  The  outdoor 
enclosure  Is  26’2"  deep  by  17'4"  wide.  There 
Is  also  a  heated  den  for  seclusion  with 
dimensions  of  9’3"  by  5'10”.  Another  den 
7'6"  by  5' 10”  adjoins  the  rear  of  the  first 
den  and  may  also  be  used  tor  the  maned 
wolves.  It  has  been  used  as  a  whelping  area 
for  the  female  In  the  past.  The  exhibit  con¬ 
tains  a  pool  at  the  front  plus  a  large  rock 
to  the  left  rear  corner.  The  area  to  the  side 
and  rear  of  the  rock  has  been  a  favorite 
resting  area  for  the  wolves.  Jasmine  plant¬ 
ings  on  the  top  of  the  side  walls  and  rear  of 
the  exhibit  grow  down  Into  the  exhibit 
providing  shade  and  seclusion,  (see  enclosed 
pictures) 

(6)  (11)  The  zoo  director,  assistant  director 
and  superintendent  of  mammals  each  have 
over  20  years  experience  in  the  management, 
care,  and  handling  of  wild  aimals  in  cap¬ 
tivity.  The  zoo  staff  also  Includes  a  fulltime 
resident  veterinarian  plus  4  health  center 
attendants  and  24  animal  attendants  In  the 
Mammal  Department.  The  supervisor  of  the 
Small  Mammal  Section,  In  which  the  maned 
wolves  are  housed  has  four  years  of  zoo  ex¬ 
perience.  Maned  wolves  have  been  maintained 
at  the  San  Antonio  Zoo  since  October  1968 
when  the  female  for  which  we  are  attempt¬ 
ing  to  secure  a  mate  was  received.  This  fe¬ 
male  produced  young  In  1971  and  1972.  The 
zoo  staff  has  also  had  experience  In  main¬ 
taining  the  red  wolf,  gray  wolf,  coyote,  red 
fox,  gray  fox,  fennec  fox,  dingo,  Asiatic 
Jackal,  raccoon  dog,  and  Cape  hunting  dog. 
Of  these  species,  the  maned  wolf,  red  wolf, 
fennec  fox,  and  Asiatic  Jackal  have  been 
propagated  In  the  collection. 

(6)  (111)  The  San  Antonio  Zoo  will  readily 
participate  In  cooperative  breeding  programs 
and  In  the  maintenance  of  studbooks.  It 
currently  contributes  Information  of  stud¬ 
books  on  the  maned  wolf,  white  rhino,  black 
rhino,  clouded  leopard,  snow  leopard,  tiger, 
gorilla,  Pere  David  deer,  pygmy  hippo, 
scimitar-horned  oryx,  addax,  red  wolf  and 
golden  lion  marmoset.  Zoo  personnel  are 
well-versed  In  the  format  and  procedures  In 
the  use  of  these  Important  records. 

(6)  (lv)  The  animal  will  be  shipped  In  a 
plied  plnewood  box  with  metal  sheet  and 
dimensions  of  1.12m  long.  .95m  high,  and 
.71  m  wide  (See  attachments).  Suitable  wa¬ 
ter  and  food  oontainers  will  be  provided  with 
the  crate,  and  the  shipment  will  be  via  com¬ 
mercial  airlines.  It  Is  anticipated  that  the 
e,nimal  will  be  shipped  via  the  port  of  Miami. 
Zoo  officials  at  the  Crandon  Park  Zoo,  Miami, 
would  be  requested  to  check  the  animal  and 
provide  any  necessary  food  and  water  if  re¬ 
quired  while  the  animal  Is  In  Miami. 

(6)  (v)  The  San  Antonio  Zoo  has  had  2 
maned  wolves  in  Its  collection — a  female  re¬ 
ceived  In  October  1968  and  a  male  received 
April  1969.  The  male  died  September  1,  1973, 
and  the  female  still  resides  In  the  collection. 
Two  young  were  born  December  22,  1971,  but 
were  killed  by  the  mother.  Pour  were  bom 
December  7,  1972  and  were  taken  for  hand¬ 
rearing  because  of  the  experience  with  the 
first  litter.  These  babies  dies  at  the  ages  of  4 
and  6  days.  Pathology  reports  that  the  young 
were  premature.  It  Is  believed  that  the  young 
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ENOANGERED  SPECIES  PERMIT 

Receipt  of  Application 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  application  for  a  permit  is  deemed  to 


have  been  received  under  section  10  of 
the  Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973 
(P.L.  93-205). 

Applicant:  Charles  Sivelle,  41  Westcliff 
Drive,  Dlx  Hills.  New  York  11746. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
I.S.  FISK  AND  WILDLIFE  SERVICE 


FEDERAL  FISH  ANO  WILDLIFE 
UCENSE/PERMIT  APPLICATION 


Z.  BRIEF  OL  jCRIPTION  OP  ACTIVITY  FOR  WHICH  REQUCSTGD  UCENSC 
OH  PERMIT  IS  NEEDEO. 

To  export  in  tho  course  of  a 
commercial  activity  1  pr.  of 
captive  reared  Cros.  cros. 
drouyni  pheasants  *75  and  1 
female  captive  reared  Cros. 
cros.  drouyni  pheasants  for1 
propagation  purposes 


Charles  Sivelle 
41  Westcliff  Drive 
Dix  Hills,  ' N.Y.  11' 

516-423-6146 


’opr  kino  or  BUSINESS, 


9-24-18 


Blue 


Brown 


Not  applicable 


Manufacturer 


NAME.  TITLE.  AND  PHONE  NUMOE.R  OF  PFIESIOENT.  PRINCIPAL 

cable 

IF  ••APPLICANT"  I,  A  CORPORATION,  INDICATE  STATE  IN  WHICH 

"^"""""Not  applicable 


None 


ft.  LOCATION  9WERC  PROPOSEO  ACTIVITY  IS  TO  OC  CONDUCTED 

Export  from  New  York  City  to 
Canada 


esoFoser  □  mo 

I n t ema t^’na  1  (Tra de **i n 

•  Species  Canadian  Import  permli 

be  provided  when  available 

fc.  CCNT1FIEO  CHECK  OP  MONEY  ORDER  (if  mpflicaklt)  PAYABLE  TO  19.  DC  SI  RE  0  EFFECTIVE  II.  OU  RATI  ON  NES06O 

THE  U.S.  FISH  ANO  WILOUFC  SERVICE  ENCLOSED  IN  AMOUNT  OP  OATE 

»  No  feo  required  At  once  9  months 

If.  ATTACHMENTS.  THE  SPECIFIC  INFORMATION  REQUIRED  FOR  THE  TYPE  OF  LICENSCYPfiRMIT  REQUESTCO  ($•*  SO  CFt  MUST  BL 

ATTACHCO.  IT  CONSTITUTES  AN  INT0ORAL  PART  OP  THIS  APPLICATION.  LIST  SECTIONS  OP  90  CFR  UNDER  WHICH  ATTACHMENTS  ARE 
PRO  VIDEO. 

Attachment 


CERTIFICATION 

I  HEREBY  CERTIFY  THAT  I  HAVE  READ  AHO  AM  FAMILIAR  WITH  THE  REGULATIONS  CONTAINED  IN  TITLE  9.  PART  II.  OF  THE  CODE  OF  FEDERAL 
REGULATIONS  AHO  THE  OTHER  APPLICABLE  PARTS  IH  SUBCHAPTER  B  OF  CHAPTER  I  OP  TITLE  SB.  AHO  I  FURTHER  CERTIFT  THAT  THE  »< FOR¬ 


MATION  SUBMITTED  IN  THIS  APPLICATION  FOR  A  LICENSE  PERMIT  IS  COMPLETE  ANO  ACCURATE  TO  THE  BEST  OF  MT  KNOWLEDGE  AHO  BELIEF. 

1  UNDERSTAND  THAT  ANT  FALSE^TTjEMEHT  HEREIN  RAT  SUBJECT  ME  TO  THE  CRIMINAL  PENALTIES  Of  II  U.S.C  MOI. _ 


propagated  In  the  aviaries  of  the  undersigned 
at  41  Westoliff  Drive,  Dix  Hills,  N.Y.  11746. 
during  1975  from  specimens  imported  earlier 
In  accordance  with  permits  #ES  68  and 
#ES-422. 

The  1975  female  White-eared  pheasant 
Crossoptllon  crossoptilon  drouyni  Is  to  be 
exported  to  Mr.  W.  W.  M  or  lock,  Hespeler 
Highway  24,  Ontario,  Canada.  Mr.  Morlock 
has  been  one  of  the  foremost  propagators 
of  rare  pheasants  In  Canada  for  the  past 
thirty  years.  He  “has  received  many  awards 
during  this  time  for  rare  breedings  and  was 
one  of  the  first  In  North  America  to  keep 
White-eared  pheasants  which  he  has  pre¬ 
viously  bred.  He  requires  the  female  to  pair 
off  with  a  male  that  he  now  possesses  so  that 
he  may  propagate  the  specie.  He  has  also 
suocesfully  raised  quantities  of  Brown-eared 
and  Blue-eared  pheasants  during  this  time 


April  5,  1976. 

Mr.  Lynn  A.  Grkbnwalt, 

Director  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service, 

Law  Enforcement  Division, 

U  S.D.I., 

Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Ms.  Oreenwalt:  The  undersigned 
hereby  applies  for  an  Endangered  Species 
Permit  under  Section  10(a)v  of  the  En¬ 
dangered  Species  Act  of  1973.  The  following 
Information  Is  submitted  pursuant  to  para¬ 
graph  17.22  of  Volume  40,  No.  188  of  the 
Federal  Register. 

Request  Is  made  for  a  permit  to  export 
one  pair  of  1975  White-eared  pheasants, 
Crossoptllon  crossoptllon  drouyni  and  for  one 
1975  female  White-eared  pheasant,  cross¬ 
optilon  crossoptllon  droUynl  in  the  course 
of  a  commercial  activity  for  propagation 
purposes  The  specimens  referred  to  were 
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which  are  related  species.  His  pheasant 
aviaries  contain  Inside  protective  enclosures 
of  700  cubic  feet  and  outside  runs  of  2100 
cubic  feet.  They  have  been  landscaped  and 
his  management,  feeding  and  breeding  tech¬ 
niques  have  been  used  successfully  by  others. 

The  pair,  '76  hatch  of  Croesoptllon  cross- 
optilon  drouyni  is  to  be  exported  to  John  P, 
Ferguson,  P.O.  Box  418,  Stanstead,  Quebec, 
Canada.  Mr.  f'erguson  already  has  In  his  pos¬ 
session  white-eared  pheasants  of  the  Cross- 
optllon  croesoptllon  dolanl  species  and  a 
copy  of  his  letter  of  Jan.  28,  1976  is  attached. 

Both  applicants  will  participate  In  a  co¬ 
operative  breeding  program  which  Is  one  of 
the  conditions  of  the  sale  and  will  contribute 
data  to  the  Studbook  that  the  undersigned 
now  maintains. 

Distribution  of  progeny  from  the  original 
Importation  is  necessary  to  establish  captive 
self-sustaining  populations  In  as  many  coun¬ 
tries  in  the  world  as  possible.  Preservation  of 
an  endangered  species  which  Is  threatened 
In  its  habitat  can  only  be  accomplished  thru 
such  propagation.  Birds  will  be  shipped  in 
crates  similar  and  equal  to  International  Air 
Transport  Association  taken  from  Live  Ani¬ 
mal  Regulations  6th  Edition,  Feb.  7,  1976. 

At  present,  Canada,  a  party  to  the  Con¬ 
vention  on  International  Trade  in  En¬ 
dangered  Species  has  not  yet  formulated  a 
permit  system  Involving  captive  raised  wild¬ 
life  In  regards  to  this  Convention. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Ch  arles  Sivelle. 

P  O  Box  1718, 
Stanstead,  Quebec, 

Job  3EO 

January  28,  1976. 

Dear  Mh.  Sivelle:  The  information  re¬ 
quired  is  as  follows : 

My  present  building  that  the  pheasants 
would  be  kept  In  is  twenty-four  ft.  wide  by 
ninety  ft.  long.  The  Inside  pens  are  10  ft.  by 
10  ft.  and  some  are  8  ft.  by  10  ft.,  eight  ft. 
high,  24  inches  solid  at  the  bottom.  Outside 
runs  10  ft.  by  20  ft.,  8%  ft.  high  and  others 
8  ft.  by  20  ft.,  8%  ft.  high,  18  in.  of  wire 
under  ground  %  In.  by  1  In.  each  pen,  elec¬ 
trically  heated  waterers. 

In  building  a  new  building  160  ft.  long 
with  pens  on  one  side  for  pheasants,  par¬ 
tridge,  francollns.  I  also  have  a  second  stage 
brooder  house  with  6  pens  8  ft.  by  8  ft.  by 
20  ft.  high.  In  the  main  building  there  is  an 
Incubator  room,  a  first  stage  brooders  one  on 
top  of  the  other,  also  a  room  to  keep  greans, 
a  washing  machine,  hot  and  cold  water,  a 
cleaver  to  cut  fresh  vegetables  if  need  be. 
These  rooms  are  electric  heated. 

The  pheasants  I  now  have  are  swlnhoe, 
Edwards,  Horsfleld,  Scintillating  Coppers, 
IJlma  Copper,  Temminck  Tropogans,  Im- 
peyan  and  Cros  Cros  Dolanie  White  Eared. 
So  I  would  like  to  get  a  pair  of  Cros  Cros, 
Cros  White  Eared  and  pair  of  Brown  Eared 
from  you  to  be  able  to  propagate  these 
pheasants  In  order  to  insure  their  survival. 
It  would  be  nice  find  on  Edwards  mall  as  I 
have  an  extra  f email.  I’m  sending  photos  of 
my  building  and  some  birds.  My  waterfowl 
swim  all  winter  and  they  can  go  Into  the 
building  when  they  like  to. 

This  way  I  get  good  eggs  from  my  black 
swans  and  hope  to  from  by  black  neck  swans 
In  the  wintertime.  I  have  four  breeds  of 
swans,  six  kinds  of  geese,  ten  kinds  of  ducks, 
three  kinds  of  partridges,  four  breeds  of 
francollns. 

Yours  truly, 

John  P.  Ferguson. 

Documents  and  complete  Information 
submitted  In  connection  with  this  appli- 


NOTICES 

cation  are  available  for  public  inspection 
during  normal  business  hours  at  the 
Service’s  office  in  Suite  600,  1612  K 
Street,  NW„  Washington,  D.C. 

Interested  persons  may  comment  on 
this  application  by  submitting  written 
data,  views,  or  arguments,  preferably  in 
triplicate,  to  the  Director  (FWS/LE), 
U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  Post  Of¬ 
fice  Box  19183,  Washington,  D.C.  20036. 
All  relevant  comments  received  on  or 
before  June  21,  1976  will  be  considered. 

Dated:  May  17,  1976. 

Loren  R.  Parcher, 
Acting  Chief,  Division  of  Law 
Enforcement,  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service. 

I FR  Doc.76-14676  Filed  5-19-76; 8  45  am  ! 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

CAPE  COD  NATIONAL  SEASHORE 
ADVISORY  COMMISSION 

Establishment 

This  notice  is  issued  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  Section  9(a)  (2) 
of  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act 
(P.L.  92-463),  The  Secretary  of  the  In¬ 
terior  is  establishing  a  Cape  Cod  Nation¬ 
al  Seashore  Advisory  Commission  to 
render  advice  to  the  Secretary  of  the  In¬ 
terior  and  officers  and  employees  of  the 
National  Park  Servioe  in  regard  to  mat¬ 
ters  pertaining  to  development  and  op¬ 
erations  of  the  Cape  Cod  National  Sea¬ 
shore,  established  pursuant  to  Public 
Law  87-126  (75  Stat.  284).  Hie  commis¬ 
sion  will  render  such  advice  with  partic¬ 
ular  regard  to  the  development  of  zon¬ 
ing  standards  and  the  acquisition  of 
lands  within  the  seashore.  The  Cape  Cod 
National  Seashore  Advisory  Commission 
is  being  established  after  consultation 
with  the  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget  in  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act 
(PL.  92-463) .  The  certification  of  estab¬ 
lishment  is  published  below.  Further  in¬ 
formation  regarding  the  Cape  Cod  Na¬ 
tional  Seashore  Advisory  Commission 
may  be  obtained  from  Robert  M.  Landau, 
Liaison  Officer,  Advisory  Commissions, 
National  Park  Service,  Department  of 
the  Interior,  Washington,  D.C.  20240 
(202/343-8953). 

Certification 

The  Act  authorizing  the  establishment 
of  the  Cape  Cod  National  Seashore  places 
responsibility  for  development  and  man¬ 
agement  of  that  area  in  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior.  In  view  of  those  respon¬ 
sibilities  and  the  need  to  obtain  advice 
and  recommendations  to  meet  those  re¬ 
sponsibilities,  I  hereby  certify  that  estab¬ 
lishment  of  the  Cape  Cod  National  Sea¬ 
shore  Advisory  Commission  is  in  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest. 

Thomas  S.  Kleppe, 

Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

Mat  11,  1976. 

[FR  Doc.76-14716  Filed  5- 19-76; 8: 45  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Forest  Service 

BOISE  NATIONAL  FOREST  GRAZING 
ADVISORY  BOARD 

Meeting 

The  Boise  National  Forest  Grazing  Ad¬ 
visory  Board  will  meet  at  9:00  A.M.,  June 
15,  1976,  at  the  Boise  National  Forest 
Supervisor’s  Office,  1075  Park  Boulevard, 
Boise,  Idaho. 

The  purpose  of  the  meeting  is  to  hear 
the  grazing  permittee’s  (Mores  Creek 
C&H  Allotment)  appeal  for  reconsidera¬ 
tion  of  the  Forest  Supervisor’s  decision 
on  a  reduction  in  their  permitted  live¬ 
stock  use. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  pub¬ 
lic.  Persons  who  wish  to  attend  should 
notify  Mr.  Tom  Nicholson,  President, 
Boise  National  Forest  Grazing  Advisory 
Board,  10322  Estate  Drive.  Boise,  Idaho 
83705;  Telephone  Area  Code  208-375- 
5255. 

The  committee  has  established  the 
following  rules  for  public  participation: 
written  statements  will  be  accepted  by 
the  committee  president  prior  to  the 
meeting  or  immediately  after  the  close 
of  the  meeting. 

Dated:  May  13, 1976. 

Edward  C.  Maw, 
Forest  Supervisor. 

[FR  Doc  76  14679  Filed  5-19-76:8:45  ami 


MULTIPLE  USE  PLAN  DICKEY-SUNDAY 
PLANNING  UNIT 

Availability  of  Final  Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  Section  102(2)  (c)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Forest  Service,  Department  of 
Agriculture  has  prepared  a  final  environ¬ 
mental  statement  for  Dickey-Sunday 
Planning  Unit,  Forest  Service  Report 
Number  Rl-76-4  USDA-FS-R1(14)-FES 
(Adm). 

The  environmental  statement  con¬ 
cerns  a  proposed  implementation  of  a 
revised  multiple  use  plan  for  the  Dickey- 
Sunday  Planning  Unit,  Fortine  Ranger 
District,  Kootenai  National  Forest,  and 
located  in  Lincoln  County,  Montana.  The 
proposal  affects  approximately  67,029 
acres  of  National  Forest  lands  which 
have  been  stratified  into  eight  manage¬ 
ment  situations  or  units  with  similar 
resource  implications. 

This  final  environmental  statement 
was  filed  with  CEQ  on  5/14/76. 

Copies  are  available  for  inspection 
during  regular  working  hours  at  the  fol¬ 
lowing  locations: 

USDA,  Forest  Service,  South  Agriculture 
Bldg.,  Room  8231,  12th  St.  and  Inde¬ 
pendence  Ave.,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20250. 

USDA,  Forest  Service,  Northern  Region,  Fed¬ 
eral  Building,  Missoula,  MT  69801. 

Supervisor '8  Office,  Kootenai  National  For¬ 
est,  418  Mineral  Avenue,  Libby,  MT  59923. 
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USDA,  Forest  Service.  Fortine  Ranger  Dis¬ 
trict.  Murphy  Lake  Ranger  Station,  For¬ 
tine,  MT  59918. 

Copies  of  the  environmental  state- 
*  ment  have  been  sent  to  various  Fed¬ 
eral,  State,  and  local  agencies  as  out¬ 
lined  in  the  CEQ  guidelines. 

A  limited  number  of  single  copies  are  . 
available  upon  request  to  Forest  Super¬ 
visor  Floyd  J.  Marita,  Kootenai  National 
Forest,  418  Mineral  Avenue,  Libby,  MT 
59923. 

Dated:  May  14, 1976. 

Floyd  J.  Marita, 

Forest  Supervisor, 
Kootenai  National  Forest. 

|FR  Doc.76-14681  Filed  5-19-76:8:45  am) 


NORTHEASTERN  FORESTRY  RESEARCH 
ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

The  Northeastern  Forestry  Research 
Advisory  Committee  will  meet  at  8:30 
a.m.-4:30  p.m.,  June  30;  and  8:30  a.m.- 
12:00  noon,  July  1,  1976  at  the  Boone 
Tavern  Hotel,  Berea,  Kentucky. 

The  purpose  of  the  meeting  is  to  en¬ 
able  Advisory  Committee  members  to  be 
briefed  on  USDA  Surface  Mined  Area 
Restoration  Research.  Forest  Service 
scientists  located  at  the  Berea  Labora¬ 
tory,  in  Berea,  Kentucky  have  been  as¬ 
signed  major  responsibility  for  this  re¬ 
search  and  will  participate  in  the  meet¬ 
ing 

The  meeting  is  open  to  the  public. 
Persons  who  wish  to  attend  should  notify 
Dr.  F.  B.  Clark,  Northeastern  Forest  Ex¬ 
periment  Station.  USDA,  Forest  Service, 
6816  Market  St.,  Upper  Darby,  Pa.  19082; 
Telephone  No.  Area  Code  215-596-1615. 

Written  statements  may  be  filed  with 
the  committee  after  the  meeting. 

To  the  extent  that  time  permits,  in¬ 
terested  persons  may  be  permitted  by 
the  Committee  Chairman  to  present  oral 
statements  at  the  meeting. 

Dated:  May  13, 1976. 

F.  B.  Clark, 
Director. 

[FR  Doc.76-14680  Filed  5-19-76:8:45  ami 


SOUTH  FORK  PLANNING  UNIT 

Availability  of  Draft  Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  Section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Forest  Service,  Department  of 
Agriculture,  has  prepared  a  Draft  En¬ 
vironmental  Statement  for  the  South 
Fork  Planning  Unit  Land  Use  Plan, 
USDA-FS-R6-DES  ( A  dm )  -76-10. 

The  environmental  statement  con¬ 
cerns  a  proposed  action  that  will  estab¬ 
lish  one  unroaded  management  unit. 
Black  Canyon.  Three  areas  are  estab¬ 
lished  for  resource  production  with  fish 
and  wildlife  habitat  emphasis.  Within 
one  of  these  areas,  100  head  of  wild  horses 


will  be  maintained.  The  National  Forest 
portion  of  the  Murderers  Creek  Coordi¬ 
nated  Resource  Management  Area  will 
continue  to  be  managed  under  the  exist¬ 
ing  coordinated  management  plan.  For¬ 
est  management  w  ill  maintain  five  stages 
of  forest  growth  succession.  The  Region 
6,  USFS  Snag  Management  Guidelines 
and  big  game  cover  requirements  will 
be  adhered  to.  Management  w  ill  satisfy 
any  special  habitat  requirement  for  fish 
and  wildlife  as  the  situation  demands.  A 
road  closure  plan  will  be  implemented  to 
protect  key  wildlife  areas  and  other  re¬ 
sources.  The  visual  management  plan 
which  sets  quality  objectives  for  all  Na¬ 
tional  Forest  land,  will  be  follow  ed  in  the 
Planning  Unit.  All  other  areas  are  man¬ 
aged  for  optimum  resource  production 
under  multiple  use-sustained  yield  prin¬ 
ciples.  An  Off -Road  Vehicle  and  Road 
Closure  Plan  which  will  complement  the 
proposed  action  is  a  part  of  this  proposal. 

This  draft  environmental  statement 
w7as  transmitted  to  CEQ  on  May  14,  1976. 

Copies  are  available  for  inspection  dur¬ 
ing  regular  working  hours  at  the  follow¬ 
ing  locations : 

USDA,  Forest  Service,  South  Agriculture 
Bldg.,  Room  3230,  12th  St.  and  Independ¬ 
ence  Ave.,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20250. 
USDA,  Forest  Service,  Pacific  Northwest  Re¬ 
gion,  Multnomah  Building,  319  S.W.  Pine 
Street,  Portland,  Oregon  97204. 

USDA,  Forest  Service,  Malheur  National  For¬ 
est,  139  N.E.  Dayton  Street,  John  Day, 
Oregon  97845. 

USDA,  Forest  Service.  Ochoco  National  For¬ 
est.  Federal  Building,  Prlneville,  Oregon 
97754. 

A  limited  number  of  single  copies  are 
available  upon  request  to  Forest  Super¬ 
visor  Dan  E.  Williams,  Malheur  National 
Forest,  139  N.E.  Dayton  Street,  John  Day, 
Oregon  97845. 

Copies  of  the  environmental  statement 
have  been  sent  to  various  Federal,  state, 
and  local  agencies  as  outlined  in  the 
CEQ  guidelines. 

Comments  are  invited  from  the  pub¬ 
lic,  and  from  State  and  local  agencies 
which  are  authorized  to  develop  and  en¬ 
force  environmental  standards,  and  from 
Federal  agencies  having  jurisdiction  by 
law  or  special  expertise  with  respect  to 
any  environmental  impact  involved  for 
which  comments  have  not  been  requested 
specifically. 

Comments  concerning  the  proposed  ac¬ 
tion  and  requests  for  additional  informa¬ 
tion  should  be  addressed  to  Forest  Su¬ 
pervisor  Dan  E.  Williams,  Malheur  Na¬ 
tional  Forest,  139  N.E.  Dayton  Street, 
John  Day,  Oregon  97845.  Comments  must 
be  received  by  July  13,  1976,  In  order  to 
be  considered  in  the  preparation  of  the 
final  environmental  statement. 

Dated:  May  14,1976. 

Curtis  L.  Swanson, 
Regional  Environmental  Coordi¬ 
nator,  Planning,  Programing 
and  Budgeting. 

(FR  Doc.76-14682  Filed  5-19-76;8:45  ami 


Soil  Conservation  Service 
BAD  AXE  WATERSHED  PROJECT,  WiS. 

Availability  of  Negative  Declaration 

F*ursuant  to  Section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969;  the  Council  on  Environmental 
Quality  Guidelines  (40  CFR  Part  1500); 
and  the  Soil  Conservation  Service  Guide¬ 
lines  (7  CFR  Part  650) ;  the  Soil  Con¬ 
servation  Service,  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  gives  notice  that  an  environ¬ 
mental  impact  statement  is  not  being 
prepared  for  a  portion  of  the  Bad  Axe 
Watershed  Project,  Vernon  County,  Wis¬ 
consin. 

The  environmental  assessment  of  this 
federal  action  indicates  that  this  portion 
of  the  project  wall  not  create  significant 
adverse  local,  regional,  or  national  im¬ 
pacts  on  the  environment  and  that  no 
significant  controvery  is  associated  with 
this  portion  of  the  project.  As  a  result  of 
these  findings,  Mr.  J.  C.  Hytry,  State 
Conservationist,  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Soil  Conservation  Service, 
4601  Hammersley  Road,  Madison,  Wis¬ 
consin  53711,  has  determined  that  the 
preparation  and  review  of  an  environ¬ 
mental  impact  statement  is  not  needed 
for  this  portion  of  the  project. 

The  project  concerns  a  plan  for  water¬ 
shed  protection,  flood  prevention,  and 
recreation.  The  remaining  planned 
works  of  improvement,  as  described  in 
the  negative  declaration,  include  one 
floodwater  retarding  structure. 

The  negative  declaration  is  being  filed 
with  the  Council  on  Environmental 
Quality  and  copies  are  being  sent  to  var- 
rious  federal,  state,  and  local  agencies. 
The  basic  data  developed  during  the  en¬ 
vironmental  assessment  is  on  file  and 
may  be  reviewed  by  interested  parties  at 
the  Soil  Conservation  Service,  USDA, 
Courthouse,  Viroqua,  Wisconsin  54665. 
A  limited  number  of  copies  of  the  nega¬ 
tive  declaration  is  available  from  the 
same  address  to  fill  single  copy  requests. 

No  administrative  action  on  imple¬ 
mentation  on  the  proposal  will  be  taken 
until  15  days  after  the  date  of  this  publi¬ 
cation. 

Dated:  May  13, 1976. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  10.904,  National  Archives  Reference 
Services.) 

Joseph  W.  Haas, 

Deputy  Administrator  for  Water 
Resources,  Soil  Conservation 
Service. 

(FR  Doc.76-14685  Filed  5-19-76; 8: 45  am] 


CHOCTAW  BAYOU  WATERSHED 
PROJECT,  LOUISIANA 

Availability  of  Final  Environmental  Impact 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  Section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969;  Part  1500  of  the  Council  on  En- 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  41,  NO.  99 — THURSDAY,  MAY  10,  1976 


Vlronmental  Quality  Guidelines  (39  FR 
20550,  August  1,  1973);  and  Part  650 
of  the  Soil  Conservation  Service  Guide¬ 
lines  (39  PR  19650,  June  3,  1974) ;  the 
Soil  Conservation  Service,  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  has  prepared  a  final 
environmental  impact  statement  for  the 
Choctaw  Bayou  Watershed  project,  West 
Baton  Rouge,  Pointe  Coupee,  and  Iber¬ 
ville  Parishes,  Louisiana,  USDA-SCS- 
EIS-WS-<  ADM )  -76-4  ( P)  -LA. 

The  environmental  impact  statement 
concerns  a  plan  for  watershed  protec¬ 
tion,  flood  prevention,  and  drainage.  The 
planned  works  of  improvement  include 
conservation  land  treatment  supple¬ 
mented  by  channel  work,  and  two  struc¬ 
tures  for  water  control  (weirs),  one 
structure  for  water  control  (stoplog 
weir) ,  and  one  grade  stabilization  struc¬ 
ture.  The  channel  work  will  involve  clear¬ 
ing  and  debris  removal  on  22  miles  of 
existing  channels,  6  miles  of  new  chan¬ 
nel  construction,  64  miles  of  enlargement 
by  excavation,  and  12  miles  of  additional 
channels  maintained  as  outlets  for  other 
project  channels.  This  will  provide  flood 
protection  and  improved  drainage  in  a 
flatland  watershed  that  is  49  percent 
agricultural  cropland  and  grass  land.  Of 
the  86  miles  of  work  proposed  on  existing 
streams  or  channels,  79  miles  will  involve 
those  with  only  ephemeral  flow,  4  miles 
with  intermittent  flow,  and  3  miles  with 
ponded  water. 

The  final  environmental  impact  state¬ 
ment  has  been  filed  with  the  Council  on 
Environmental  Quality. 

A  limited  supply  of  copies  is  available 
at  the  following  location  to  fill  single 
copy  requests: 

Soil  Conservation  Service,  TJSDA,  3737  Gov¬ 
ernment  Street,  Alexandria,  Louisiana 

71301. 

Dated:  May  13, 1976. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  10.004,  National  Archives  Refer¬ 
ence  Services) 

Joseph  W.  Haas, 
Deputy  Administrator  for  Water 
Resources,  Soil  Conservation 
Service. 

1FR  Doc.76-14683  Filed  6-19-76:8  45  am) 


LAKEVIEW  WATERSHED  PROJECT,  TEX. 

Availability  of  Negative  Declaration 

Pursuant  to  Section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969;  the  Council  on  Environmental 
Quality  Guidelines  (40  CFR  Part  1500) ; 
and  the  Soil  Conservation  Service  Guide¬ 
lines  (7  CFR  Part  650) ;  the  Soil  Con¬ 
servation  Service,  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  gives  notice  that  an  environ¬ 
mental  Impact  statement  is  not  being 
prepared  for  the  Lakeview  Watershed 
Project,  Hall  and  Donley  Counties,  Texas. 

The  environmental  assessment  of  this 
federal  action  indicates  that  the  project 
will  not  create  significant  adverse  local, 
regional  or  national  Impacts  on  the  en¬ 
vironment  and  that  no  significant  con¬ 
troversy  is  associated  with  the  project. 
As  a  result  of  these  findings,  Mr.  George 
C.  Marks,  State  Conservationist,  Soil 
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Conservation  Service,  has  determined 
that  the  preparation  and  review  of  an 
environmental  Impact  statement  1s  not 
needed  for  this  project. 

The  project  concerns  a  plan  for  water¬ 
shed  protection  and  flood  prevention.  The 
planned  works  of  improvement  include 
conservation  land  treatment  supple¬ 
mented  by  twelve  single  purpose  flood- 
water  retarding  structures. 

The  negative  declaration  is  being  filed 
with  the  Council  on  Environmental 
Quality  and  copies  are  being  sent  to 
various  federal,  state  and  local  agencies. 
The  basic  data  developed  during  the  en¬ 
vironmental  assessment  is  on  file  and 
may  be  reviewed  by  interested  parties  at 
the  Soil  Conservation  Service,  USDA, 
First  National  Bank  Building,  Temple, 
Texas  76501.  A  limited  number  of  copies 
of  the  negative  declaration  is  available 
from  the  same  address  to  fill  single  copy 
requests. 

No  administrative  action  on  imple¬ 
mentation  on  the  proposal  will  be  taken 
until  15  days  after  the  date  of  this  pub¬ 
lication. 

Dated:  May  13, 1976. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  10.904,  National  Archives  Reference 
Services.)* 

Joseph  W.  Haas, 
Deputy  Administrator  for  Water 
Resources  Soil  Conservation 
Service. 

|FR  Doc.76-14686  Filed  6-19-76:8  45  am) 


NEWTOWN-HOFFMAN  CREEKS 
WATERSHED  PROJECT,  N.Y. 

Availability  of  Negative  Declaration 

Pursuant  to  Section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969;  the  Council  on  Environmental 
Quality  Guidelines  (40  CFR  Part  1500) ; 
and  the  Soil  Conservation  Service  Guide¬ 
lines  (7  CFR  Part  650) ;  the  Soil  Con¬ 
servation  Service,  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  gives  notice  that  an  en¬ 
vironmental  impact  statement  is  not 
being  prepared  for  a  portion  of  the  New- 
town- Hoff  man  Creeks  Watershed  Proj¬ 
ect,  Schuyler  and  Chemung  Counties, 
New  York. 

The  environmental  assessment  of  this 
federal  action  indicates  that  this  portion 
of  the  project  will  not  create  significant 
adverse  local,  regional,  or  national  im¬ 
pacts  on  the  environment  and  that  no 
significaht  controversy  is  associated  with 
this  portion  of  the  project.  As  a  result  of 
these  findings,  Mr.  Robert  L.  Hilliard, 
State  Conservationist,  Soil  Conserva¬ 
tion  Service,  has  determined  that  the 
preparation  and  review  of  an  environ¬ 
mental  impaot  statement  is  not  needed 
for  this  portion  of  the  project. 

The  project  concerns  a  plan  for  water¬ 
shed  protection,  flood  prevention,  and 
recreation  and  fish  and  wildlife  develop¬ 
ment.  The  planned  works  of  improve¬ 
ment,  as  described  in  the  negative  de¬ 
claration,  include  installation  of  picnic 
facilities  with  a  bathing  beach  and  play- 
field,  public  campsites,  nature  trails,  and 
a  fisherman  boat  launching  ramp. 
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The  negative  declaration  is  being 
filed  with  the  Council  on  Environmental 
Quality  and  copies  are  being  sent  to  var¬ 
ious  federal,  state,  and  local  agencies. 
The  basic  data  developed  during  the  en¬ 
vironmental  assessment  is  on  file  and 
may  be  reviewed  by  interested  parties  at 
the  Soil  Conservation  Service,  USDA, 
Room  400,  Midtown  Plaza,  700  East 
Water  Street,  Syracuse,  New  York  13210. 
A  limited  number  of  copies  of  the  nega¬ 
tive  declaration  is  available  from  the 
same  address  to  fill  single  copy  requests. 

No  administrative  action  on  imple¬ 
mentation  on  the  proposal  will  be  taken 
until  15  days  after  the  date  of  this  pub¬ 
lication. 

Dated:  May  13, 1976. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  10.904.  National  Archives  Reference 
Services.) 

Joseph  W.  Hass, 
Deputy  Administrator  for  Water 
Resources,  Soil  Conservation 
Service. 

| FR  Doc.76-14687  Filed  5-19-76:8.45  ami 


PRESQUE  ISLE  STREAM  WATERSHED 
PROJECT,  ME. 

Availability  of  Negative  Declaration 

Pursuant  to  Section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969;  the  Council  on  Environmental 
Quality  Guidelines  (40  CFR  Part  1500* ; 
and  the  Soil  Conservation  Service  Guide¬ 
lines  (7  CFR  Part  650) ;  the  Soil  Conser¬ 
vation  Service,  U.S.  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture,  gives  notice  that  an  environmen¬ 
tal  impact  statement  is  not  being  pre¬ 
pared  for  a  portion  of  the  Presque  Isle 
Stream  Watershed  Project,  Aroostook 
County,  Maine. 

The  environmental  assessment  of  this 
federal  action  Indicates  that  this  portion 
of  the  project  will  not  create  significant 
adverse  local,  regional,  or  national  im¬ 
pacts  on  the  environment  and  that  no 
significant  controversy  is  associated  with 
this  portion  of  the  project.  As  a  result  of 
these  findings,  Mr.  Warwick  M.  Tinsley, 
Jr.,  State  Conservationist,  Soil  Conserva¬ 
tion  Service,  has  determined  that  the 
preparation  and  review  of  an  environ¬ 
mental  Impact  statement  is  not  needed 
for  this  portion  of  the  project. 

The  project  concerns  a  plan  for  water¬ 
shed  protection  and  flood  prevention. 
The  planned  works  of  improvement,  as 
described  in  the  negative  declaration,  in¬ 
clude  conservation  land  treatment  sup¬ 
plemented  by  recreational  facilities  and 
a  fishway. 

The  negative  declaration  is  being  filed 
with  the  Council  on  Environmental 
Quality  and  copies  are  being  sent  to 
various  federal,  state,  and  loefft  agencies. 
The  basic  data  developed  during.  thj&  en¬ 
vironmental  assessment  is  on  file  and 
may  be  reviewed  by  interested  parties  at 
the  Soil  Conservation  Service,  tJQDA, 
Office  Building,  University  of  MTilne, 
Orono,  Maine  04473.  A  limited  number 
of  copies  of  the  negative  declaration  is 
available  from  the  same  address  to  fill 
single  copy  requests. 
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No  administration  action  cm  Imple¬ 
mentation  on  the  proposal  will  be  taken 
until  15  days  after  the  date  of  this 
publication. 

Dated:  May  13. 1976. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  10.904,  National  Archives  Reference 
Services.) 

Joseph  W.  Haas, 
Deputy  Administrator  for 
Water  Resources,  Soil  Con¬ 
servation  Service. 

[FR  Doc.76-14684  Filed  5-19-76;8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Domestic  and  International  Business 
Administration 

UNIVERSITY  OF  CALIFORNIA,  ET  AL 

Notice  of  Applications  for  Duty-Free  Entry 
of  Scientific  Articles 

The  following  are  notices  of  the  receipt 
of  applications  for  duty-free  entry  of 
scientific  articles  pursuant  to  Section 
6(c)  of  the  Educational,  Scientific,  and 
Cultural  Materials  Importation  Act  of 
1966  (Public  Law  89-651;  80  Stat.  897). 
Interested  persons  may  present  their 
views  with  respect  to  the  question  of 
whether  an  instrument  or  apparatus  of 
equivalent  scientific  value  for  the  pur¬ 
poses  for  which  the  article  is  intended  to 
be  used  is  being  manufactured  in  the 
United  States.  Such  comments  must  be 
filed  in  triplicate  with  the  Director,  Spe¬ 
cial  Import  Programs  Division,  Office  of 
Import  Programs,  Washington,  D.C. 
20230,  within  20  calendar  days  after 
the  date  on  which  this  notice  of  appli¬ 
cation  is  published  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter. 

Amended  regulations  issued  under 
cited  Act,  (15  CFR  301)  prescribe  the  re¬ 
quirements  applicable  to  comments. 

A  copy  of  each  application  is  on  file, 
and  may  be  examined  during  ordinary 
Commerce  Department  business  hours 
at  the  Special  Import  Programs  Divi¬ 
sion,  Department  of  Commerce,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 20230. 

Docket  number:  76-00393.  Applicant: 
University  of  California — Lawrence 
Berkeley  Laboratory,  East  End  of  Hearst 
Avenue,  Berkeley,  California  94720.  Ar¬ 
ticle:  Temperature- Jump  Spectropho¬ 
tometer  System  and  accessories.  Manu¬ 
facturer:  Garching  Instruments  GMBH, 
West  Germany.  Intended  use  of  article: 
The  article  is  intended  to  be  used  for 
measurement  of  the  kinetics  of  binding 
mutagens  to  nucleic  acids.  The  muta¬ 
gens  to  be  studied  are  mainly  aromatic 
amines  such  as  naphthyl  amines,  amino- 
fluorenes  and  benzidenes.  These  studies 
will  determine  the  mechanisms  of  bind¬ 
ing  to  naturally  occurring  nucleic  acids 
and  to  synthetic  deoxyollgonucleotides. 
The  article  will  also  be  used  for  training 
greaduate  students  in  the  course.  Chem¬ 
istry  299.  Application  received  by  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Customs :  April  30, 1976. 

Docket  number:  76-00394.  Applicant: 
The  University  of  Tennessee,  Purchasing 
Department,  2200  Andy  Holt  Avenue, 
Knoxville,  TN  37916.  Article:  Electron 
Microscope,  Model  No.  EM  9S-2,  includ¬ 


ing  spare  parts.  Manufacturer:  Carl 
Zeiss,  West  Germany.  Intended  use  of 
article:  The  article  is  Intended  to  be 
used  for  investigation  of  biologic  speci¬ 
mens  including  samples  of  human  tu¬ 
mors  after  different  periods  of  trans¬ 
plantation  in  animal  modes  and  thera¬ 
peutic  trials,  bone  marrow  specimens, 
pellets  of  blood  peripheral  cells  and  cul¬ 
tured  cells  and  tissues.  Research  will  be 
conducted  to  obtain  further  informa¬ 
tion  on  cancer  growth  and  to  use  this 
knowledge  for  testing  new  chemical  and 
immumologic  therapeutic  agents  which 
could  be  used  in  humans  suffering  from 
cancer.  The  article  will  also  be  used  for 
educational  purposes  in  the  following 
courses: 

(1)  Electron  Microscopy  in  the  Study  of 
Tumor  Growth — basic  training  In  biological 
specimen  preparation  for  electron  microscopy 
in  order  to  provide  students  with  an  Insight 
on  the  complexity  of  the  procedures  and  the 
possible  artifacts  Introduced  by  them. 

(2)  Electron  Microscopy  in  Comparative 
Pathology — instruction  In  specimen  prepa¬ 
ration  of  laboratory  animal  tissues,  and  oper¬ 
ation  of  the  electron  microscope. 

(3)  Electron  Microscopy  in  Human  Pa¬ 
thology — teaching  of  laboratory  procedures 
for  specimen  preparation,  operation  of  the 
electron  microscope  and  Interpretation  of 
electron  micrographs  of  different  human 
pathologic  conditions. 

Application  received  by  Commissioner  of 
Customs:  April  30, 1976. 

Docket  number:  76-00395.  Applicant: 
Purdue  University,  ADMS  Building,  West 
Lafayette,  IN  47907.  Article:  Ion  Pro¬ 
duction  and  Delivery  System,  30  kv. 
Manufacturer:  Danfysik  A/S,  Denmark. 
Intended  use  of  article:  The  article  is 
intended  to  be  used  in  the  preparation 
of  surfaces,  for  use  as  potential  catalytic 
analogues  by  deposition  of  ionic  species 
on  or  very  near  the  surface  (e.g.,  1-3 
atomic  layers)  of  catalyst  support  ma¬ 
terials  <e.g.,  silica  or  aluminum).  The 
experiments  will  involve  the  production 
of  ion  beams  of  platinum,  palladium,  irid¬ 
ium  and  similar  materials  from  Group 
Vin  elements  in  the  Periodic  Table. 
Other  experiments  will  deal  with  ion/ 
surface  interactions.  Specifically,  the 
experiments  will  deal  with  (a)  changes 
in  oxidation  state  caused  by  ion  inter¬ 
actions  with  surface  species;  (b)  com¬ 
positional  changes  caused  by  differential 
sputtering;  and  (c)  interactions  between 
ions  and  the  lattice  material.  Applica¬ 
tion  received  by  Commissioner  of  Cus¬ 
toms:  April  30, 1976. 

Docket  number:  76-00396.  Applicant: 
University  of  Wisconsin,  Madison.  Dept, 
of  Pathology,  470  North  Charter  Street, 
Madison,  Wisconsin  53706.  Article:  Ul¬ 
tramicrotome,  Model  LKB  8800A  and 
accessories.  Manufacturer:  LKB  Produk- 
ter  AB,  Sweden.  Intended  use  of  article: 
The  article  is  Intended  to  be  used  for  ul¬ 
tras  tructural  studies  on  normal  and 
pathologic  changes  in  various  organ  sys¬ 
tems.  Electron  microscopic  cyto-  and 
histochemical  studies  on  enzymes  and 
subcellular  organelle  localization  In  cells 
and  tissues  will  also  be  performed.  In 
addition,  the  article  will  be  used  to  pro¬ 
vide  students  and  trainees  the  knowledge 


of  the  electron  microscopic  techniques 
and  the  application  of  electron  micro¬ 
scope  in  medical  and  biological  research. 
Application  received  by  Commissioner  of 
Customs:  April  30,  1976. 

Docket  number:  76-00397.  Applicant: 
University  of  Wisconsin-Madlson,  750 
University  Avenue,  Madison,  WI  53706. 
Article:  Ultramicrotome,  Model  LKB 
8800A.  Manufacturer:  LKB  Produkter 
AB,  Sweden.  Intended  use  of  article:  The 
article  is  intended  to  be  used  for  studies 
of  biological  material  from  various  ani¬ 
mals.  Observations  will  be  made  on  the 
hypothalamic  brain  region  after  various 
hormones  are  injected,  in  the  growth  of 
nerve  fibers  after  various  lesions,  and  on 
the  development  of  the  central  nervous 
system.  The  objective  of  this  research  is 
to  further  basic  knowledge  on  cell  and 
tissue  ultrastructure  and  on  tissues  de¬ 
veloping  under  normal  and  experimental 
conditions.  The  article  will  also  be  used 
for  courses  dealing  with  Ultrastructure 
Cytochemistry,  principally  studies  of  the 
Hypothalamus  and  Tissue  Culture.  Stu¬ 
dents  will  be  trained  in  the  use  and  ap¬ 
plication  of  electron  microscopy  and  to 
use  the  electron  microscope  in  solving 
research  problems. 

Application  received  by  Commissioner 
of  Customs:  May  4,  1976. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  11.105,  Importation  of  Duty-Free 
Educational  and  Scientific  Materials.) 

Richard  M.  Seppa, 
Director, 

Special  Import  Programs  Division. 

[FR  Doc.76-14713  Filed  5-19-76:8:45  am] 

Patent  and  Trademark  Office 

PUBLIC  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  FOR 
TRADEMARK  AFFAIRS 

Open  Meeting 

In  accordance  with  section  10(a)  (2)  of 
the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act 
(Pub.  L.  92-463) ,  announcement  is  made 
of  the  following  committee  meeting. 

The  Public  Advisory  Committee  for 
Trademark  Affairs  will  meet  from  9:30 
a.m.  to  5  p.m.  on  June  15,  1976  at  the 
United  States  Trademark  Association,  6 
East  45th  Street,  New  York,  New  York 
10017. 

The  Committee  was  established  in  1970 
to  advise  the  Patent  and  Trademark  Of¬ 
fice  on  steps  which  can  be  taken  in  order 
to  Increase  the  efficiency  and  effective¬ 
ness  of  the  administration  of  the  Trade¬ 
mark  Act  and  to  provide  a  continuous 
source  of  knowledge  from  the  private  sec¬ 
tor  to  the  government  in  the  field. 

The  agenda  for  the  meeting  is: 

(1)  Establishment  of  an  agenda  and 
plans  for  a  meeting  of  the  committee  in 
the  Fall  of  1976. 

(2)  Discussion  of  expanding  the  com¬ 
mittee  membership. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  public  ob¬ 
servation;  approximately  15  seats  will  be 
available  for  the  public  on  a  first  come 
first  served  basis.  If  time  permits,  oral 
comments  by  the  public  of  3  minutes  on 
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each  topic  within  the  above  agenda  items 
will  be  allowed.  Any  comments  or  sugges¬ 
tions  relating  to  the  agenda  items  should 
be  submitted  In  writing  before  June  7. 
Further,  comments  and  suggestions  will 
be  accepted  after  the  meeting  on  any  of 
the  matters  discussed. 

Copies  of  the  minutes  will  be  available 
upon  request  60  days  after  the  meeting. 

Inquiries  may  be  addressed  to  Patricia 
M.  Davis,  Room  I1C17  Crystal  Plaza 
Building  3,  Telephone:  703-557-3881. 

C.  Marshall  Dann, 
Commissioner  of  Patents 
and  Trademarks. 

Approved:  May  12, 1976. 

David  B.  Chang, 

Acting  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Science  &  Technology. 

[FR  Doc.76-14744  Filed  6-19-76; 8: 45  ami 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  . 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 
National  Institutes  of  Health 

CANCER  CENTER  SUPPORT  GRANT 
REVIEW  COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the  Can¬ 
cer  Center  Support  Grant  Review  Com¬ 
mittee,  National  Cancer  Institute,  June 
18-19,  1976,  National  Institutes  of 

Health,  Building  3 IB,  Conference  Room 

5. 

This  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  on  June  18,  1976,  from  8:30  ajn.  to 
10:00  ajm.  to  consider  minutes  of  the  last 
meeting,  future  meeting  dates  and  other 
Informational  items.  Attendance  by  the 
public  will  be  limited  to  space  available. 
In  accordance  with  provisions  set  forth 
in  Sections  552(b)  (4),  552(b)  (5)  and  552 
(b)(6)  of  Title  5,  U.S.  Code  and  Section 
10(d)  of  Pub.  L.  92-463,  the  meeting  will 
be  closed  to  the  public  on  June  18,  from 
10:00  a.m.  to  5:00  p.m.  and  on  June  19, 
from  8:30  a.m.  to  adjournment,  for  the 
review,  discussion  and  evaluation  of  indi¬ 
vidual  initial  pending,  supplemental,  and 
renewal  grant  applications.  The  closed 
portion  of  the  meeting  involves  solely  the 
internal  expression  of  views  and  judg¬ 
ments  of  committee  members  on  individ¬ 
ual  grant  applications  containing  de¬ 
tailed  research  protocols,  designs,  and 
other  technical  information;  financial 
data,  such  as  salaries;  and  personal  in¬ 
formation  containing  individuals  associ¬ 
ated  with  the  applications. 

Mrs.  Marjorie  F.  Early,  Committee 
Management  Officer,  National  Cancer 
Institute,  Building  31,  Room  3A16,  Na¬ 
tional  Institutes  'of  Health,  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20014  (301/496-5708)  will  pro¬ 
vide  summaries  of  the  meeting  and  ros¬ 
ters  of  committee  members. 

Dr.  Robert  L.  Manning,  Executive  Sec¬ 
retary,  National  Cancer  Institute,  West- 
wood  Building,  Room  803,  National  Insti¬ 
tutes  of  Health,  Bethesda,  Maryland 
20014  (301/496-7721)  will  furnish  sub¬ 
stantive  program  Information. 


(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  13.314,  National  Institutes  of 
Health.) 

SUXANNX  L.  PREHEAT!, 

Committee  Management  Officer, 
National  Institutes  of  Health. 

May  14, 1976. 

[FR Doc.76-14652  Filed  5-19-76;8:45  am) 


DIVISION  OF  RESEARCH  GRANTS 

Experimental  Therapeutics  Study  Section; 

Amended  Notice  of  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  a  change  in 
the  meeting  date  of  the  Experimental 
Therapeutics  Study  Section,  Division  of 
Research  Grants,  which  was  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  on  April  29, 
1976  (41  FR  17955). 

The  Experimental  Therapeutics  Study 
Section  was  to  have  convened  at  8:30 
a.m.  on  June  3-5,  1976,  but  has  been 
changed  to  2:00  p.m.  until  adjournment 
on  June  2,  1976,  at  Kenwood  Club,  Be¬ 
thesda,  Maryland,  the  same  location  for 
which  it  was  originally  scheduled. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public 
from  8:30  a.m.  to  9:30  a.m.  on  June  3, 
1976. 

Suzanne  L.  Fremeau, 
Committee  Management  Officer, 
National  Institutes  of  Health. 

May  14. 1976. 

| FR  Doc.76-11651  Filed  5-19-76; 8; 45  am) 


Office  of  Education 

ADVISORY  COUNCIL  ON  WOMEN’S 
EDUCATIONAL  PROGRAMS 

Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to 
Public  Law  92-463,  that  the  next  meeting 
of  the  Advisory  Council  on  Women’s  Ed¬ 
ucational  Programs  will  be  held  from 
9:00  a.m.  to  1:00  p.m.  on  June  7  and  9 
and  from  1:30  pjn.  to  8:00  pjn.  on 
June  8,  1976.  The  June  7  and  9  ses¬ 
sions  will  be  held  at  the  Sheraton  Cadil¬ 
lac  Hotel,  1114  Washington  Boulevard, 
Detroit,  Michigan.  The  June  8  session 
will  be  held  at  the  David  Miller  Retire¬ 
ment  Building,  8000  East  Jefferson 
Street,  Detroit,  Michigan. 

The  meeting  of  the  Council  will  be  pre¬ 
ceded  by  a  meeting  of  the  Council’s 
Executive  Committee  on  June  6,  1976, 
from  2:00  p.m.  to  6:00  p.m.  at  the  Shera¬ 
ton  Cadillac  Hotel.  There  will  also  be 
meetings  of  the  Council’s  Federal  Policy 
and  Practices  Committee,  Legislation 
Committee  and  Program  Committee  on 
June  7  from  2:00  pm.  to  5:00  pjn.  at  the 
Sheraton  Cadillac  Hotel. 

The  Advisory  Council  on  Women’s  Ed¬ 
ucational  Programs  is  established  pursu¬ 
ant  to  Public  Law  93-380  Section  408(f) 
(1).  The  Council  is  mandated  to  (a)  ad¬ 
vise  the  Commissioner  with  respect  to 
general  policy  matters  ^elating  to  the 
administration  of  the  Women’s  Educa¬ 
tional  Equity  Act  of  1974;  (b)  advise  and 
make  recommendations  to  the  Assistant 
Secretary  concerning  the  improvement  of 
educational  equity  for  women;  (c)  make 


recommendations  to  the  Commissioner 
with  respect  to  the  allocation  of  any 
funds  pursuant  to  Section  408  of  Public 
Law  93-380,  Including  criteria  developed 
to  insure  an  appropriate  distribution  of 
approved  programs  and  projects 
throughout  the  Nation;  and  (d)  develop 
criteria  for  the  establishment  of  program 
priorities. 

The  meetings  of  the  Council  and  of  the 
Committees  will  be  open  to  the  public. 
The  agenda  for  the  Council  meeting  will 
include  (1)  committee  reports ;  (2)  status 
of  Council  projects;  (3)  budget  and  ad¬ 
ministrative  matters;  (4)  committee 
structure:  (5)  statements  from  commu¬ 
nity  education  and  women’s  organiza¬ 
tions;  (6)  future  plans;  and  (7)  election 
of  officers. 

The  agenda  for  the  Executive  Com¬ 
mittee  meeting  will  include  (1)  staff  re¬ 
ports;  (2)  legislation  status;  (3)  fiscal 
reports;  and  (4)  discussion  of  committee 
structure. 

The  agenda  for  the  Federal  Policy  and 
Practices  Committee  meeting  will  include 
plans  for  a  review  of  sex  bias  in  HEW’s 
Education  Division  offices  and  programs. 

The  agenda  for  the  Legislation  Com¬ 
mittee  meeting  will  include  status  reports 
on  vocational  education  and  higher  edu¬ 
cation  legislation  and  appropriations  leg¬ 
islation  as  well  as  plans  and  strategies 
for  pending  legislation. 

The  agenda  for  the  Program  Commit¬ 
tee  meeting  will  include  discussion  of  the 
scope  and  methods  of  evaluation  of  the 
projects  funded  under  the  Women’s  Ed¬ 
ucational  Equity  Act. 

Records  will  be  kept  of  all  Council  pro¬ 
ceedings  and  will  be  available  at  the 
Council  offices  at  Suite  821, 1832  M  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  on  May  17, 
1976. 

Joy  R.  Simonson, 
Executive  Director. 

[FR  Doc.76-14745  Filed  5-10-76:8:45  am) 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

Office  of  Interstate  Land  Sales  Registration 
[Docket  No.  N-76-537) 

OAKWOOD,  ET  AL. 

Hearing 

In  the  matter  of:  OAKWOOD,  RAM- 
BLEWOOD,  SHADOW  WOOD.  RAM- 
BLEWOOD  SOUTH,  MAPLE  WOOD— 
76-68-IS — OILSR  No.  0-0710-09-164  Si 
(A). 

Pursuant  to  15  U.S.C.  1706(d)  and  24 
CFR  1720.160(d). 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that:  1.  Oak 
Wood,  Ramblewood,  Shaw  Wood,  Ram- 
blewood  South.  Maple  Wood,  J.  P. 
Tarovella,  President,  and  Florida  Na¬ 
tional  Properties,  Inc.  its  officers  and 
agents,  hereinafter  referred  to  as  "Re¬ 
spondent”  being  subject  to  the  provisions 
of  the  Interstate  Land  Sales  Full  Dis¬ 
closure  Act  (Pub.  Law  90-448)  (15  UJS.C. 
1701,  et  seq.)  received  a  Notice  of  Pro¬ 
ceedings  and  Opportunity  for  Hearing 
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Issued  March  15,  1976,  which  was  sent 
to  the  developer  pursuant  to  15  U.8.C. 
1706(d),  24  CFR  1710.45(b)(1)  and 
1720.125  Informing  the  developer  of  in¬ 
formation  obtained  by  the  Office  of 
Interstate  Land  Sales  Registration 
alleging  that  the  Statement  of  Record 
and  Property  Report  for  Florida  Na¬ 
tional  Properties,  Inc.,  J.  P.  Tarovella, 
President  and  their  agents  contain  un¬ 
true  statements  of  material  fact  or  omit 
to  state  material  facts  required  to  be 
stated  therein  or  necessary  to  make  the 
statements  therein  not  misleading. 

2.  The  Respondent  filed  an  Answer  re¬ 
ceived  April  6,  1976,  in  response  to  the 
Notice  of  Proceedings  and  Opportunity 
for  Hearing. 

3.  In  said  Answer  the  Respodnent  re¬ 
quested  a  hearing  on  the  allegations 
contained  in  the  Notice  of  Proceedings 
and  Opportunity  for  Hearing. 

4.  Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  15  U.S.C.  1706(d)  and  24  CFR 
1720.160(d),  it  is  hereby  ordered  That  a 
public  hearing  for  the  purpose  of  taking 
evidence  on  the  questions  set  forth  lii 
the  Notice  of  Proceedings  and  Opportu¬ 
nity  for  Hearing  will  be  held  before 
Judge  James  W.  Mast,  in  Room  7146, 
Department  of  HUD,  451  7th  Street, 
6W.,  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June  21,  1976 
at  10:00  am. 

The  following  time  and  procedure  is 
applicable  to  such  hearing:  All  affidavits 
and  a  list  of  all  witnesses  are  requested 
to  be  filed  with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  HUD 
Building,  Room  10150,  Washington,  D.C. 
20410  on  or  before  June  7, 1976. 

6.  The  Respondent  is  hereby  notified 
that  failure  to  appear  at  the  above  sched¬ 
uled  hearing  shall  be  deemed  a  default 
and  the  proceedings  shall  be  deter¬ 
mined  against  Respondent,  the  allega¬ 
tions  of  which  shall  be  deemed  to  be 
true,  and  an  order  Suspending  the 
Statement  of  Record,  herein  identified, 
shall  be  issued  pursuant  to  24  CFR 
1710.45(b)(1). 

This  Notice  shall  be  served  upon  the 
Respondent  forthwith  pursuant  to  24 
CFR  1720.440. 

Dated:  April  21, 1976. 

By  the  Secretary. 

James  W.  Mast, 

Administrative  Law  Judge,  De¬ 
partment  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development. 

(FR  Doc  14840  Filed  5-19-76;  8: 46  am] 


[Docket  No.  N-76-538] 

VENICE  ON  THE  LAKE 
Hearing 

In  the  Matter  of:  VENICE  ON  THE 
LAKE,  Developer,  Taneycomo  Projects, 
Inc.  OILSR  No.  0-1 1 15-29-28  (B),  Dock¬ 
et  No.  ED-76-7. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that: 

1.  Venice  on  the  Lake,  Taneycomo 
Projects,  Inc.,  its  officers  and  agents, 
hereinafter  referred  to  as  “Respondent", 
being  subject  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Interstate  Land  Sales  Full  Disclosure 
Act  (Pub.  L.  90-448)  (15  U.S.C.  1701  ef 


seq.,)  received  a  Notice  of  Suspension 
dated  April  8,  1976,  which  was  sent  to 
the  developer  pursuant  to  15  U.S.C. 
1706(b)  and  24  CFR  1720.45(a)  inform¬ 
ing  the  developer  that  its  amended 
Statement  of  Record  submitted  for 
Venice  on  the  Lake,  Taneycomo  Proj¬ 
ects,  Inc.,  located  in  Rockaway  Beach, 
Missouri  was  not  effective  pursuant  to 
the  Act,  and  the  regulations  contained 
in  24  CFR  Part  1710. 

2.  The  Respondent  filed  an  Answer 
dated  April  28,  1976,  in  answer  to  the 
allegations  of  the  Notice  of  Suspension 
dated  April  8, 1976. 

3.  In  said  Answer  the  Respondent  re¬ 
quested  a  hearing  on  the  Suspension 
Order. 

4.  Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  15  U.S.C.  1706(e)  and  24  CFR 
1720.165(b) ,  It  is  hereby  ordered.  That  a 
public  hearing,  for  the  purpose  of  taking 
evidence  on  the  propriety  of  the  Suspen¬ 
sion  Order  will  be  held  before  Judge 
James  W.  Mast,  in  Room  7146,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  HUD,  451  7th  Street,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.,  on  May  20,  1976  at 
10:00  am. 

The  following  time  and  procedure  is 
applicable  to  such  hearing :  All  affidavits 
and  a  list  of  all  witnesses  are  requested  to 
be  filed  with  the  Hearing  Cleric,  HUD 
Building,  Room  10150,  Washington,  D.C. 
20410  on  or  before  May  19,  1976. 

6.  The  Respondent  is  hereby  notified 
that  failure  to  appear  at  the  above 
scheduled  hearing  shall  be  deemed  a  de¬ 
fault,  and  the  proceedings  shall  be  deter¬ 
mined  against  Respondent,  the  allega¬ 
tions  of  which  shall  be  deemed  to  be 
true,  and  the  Suspension  Order  shall  be 
continued  in  effect. 

This  Notice  shall  be  served  upon  the 
Respondent  forthwith  pursuant  to  24 
CFR  1720.440. 

Dated:  May  13, 1976. 

By  the  Secretary. 

James  W.  Mast. 

Administrative  Law  Judge. 

[FR  Doc  76-14841  Filed  5-19-76:8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  N-76-539] 

TIKI  ISLAND 
Notice  of  Hearing 

In  the  matter  of:  Tiki  Island.  Devel¬ 
oper,  Realty  Income  Trust,  Providence, 
R.I.,  OILSR  No.  C-4477-49-715,  Docket 
No.  ED-76-8-IS. 

(Pursuant  to  15  U.S.C.  1706(b)  and  24 
CFR  1720.155(b) ) .  Notice  is  hereby  given 
that: 

1.  Tiki  Island,  Realty  Income  Trust, 
Providence,  R.I.,  its  officers  and  agents, 
hereinafter  referred  to  as  “Respondent”, 
being  subject  to  the  provisions  of  the  In¬ 
terstate  Land  Sales  Full  Disclosure  Act 
(Pub.  L.  90-448)  (15  U.S.C.  1701  et  seq.) 
received  a  Notice  of  Suspension  dated 
January  2,  1976,  which  was  sent  to  the 
developer  pursuant  to  15  U.S.C.  1706(b) 
and  24  CFR  1720.45(a)  informing  the 
developer  that  its  amended  Statement' of 
Record  submitted  for  Tiki  Island  and  the 
Realty  Income  Trust  of  Providence,  R.I. 


was  not  effective  pursuant  to  the  Act. 
and  the  regulations  contained  in  24  CFR 
Part  1710. 

2.  The  Respondent  filed  an  Answer 
dated  April  28,  1976  in  answer  to  the 
allegations  of  the  Notice  of  Suspension 
dated  January  2,  1976. 

3.  In  said  Answer  the  Respondent  re¬ 
quested  a  hearing  on  the  .Suspension 
Order. 

4.  Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  15  U.S.C.  1706(e)  and  24  CFR 
1720.165(b),  It  is  hereby  ordered.  That  a 
public  hearing  for  the  purpose  of  taking 
evidence  on  the  propriety  of  the  Suspen¬ 
sion  Order  will  be  held  before  Judge 
James  W.  Mast,  in  Room  7146,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  HUD,  451  7th  Street,  SW..  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  on  May  25, 1976  at  2:00  p.m. 

The  following  time  and  procedure  is 
applicable  to  such  hearing:  All  affidavits 
and  a  list  of  all  witnesses  are  requested 
to  be  filed  with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  HUD 
Building,  Room  10150,  Washington,  D.C., 
20410  on  or  before  May  20.  1976. 

6.  The  Respondent  is  hereby  notified 
that  failure  to  appear  at  the  above  sched¬ 
uled  hearing  shall  be  deemed  a  default, 
and  the  proceedings  shall  be  determined 
against  Respondent,  the  allegations  of 
which  shall  be  deemed  to  be  true,  and  the 
Suspension  Order  shall  be  continued  in 
effect. 

This  Notice  shall  be  served  upon  the 
Respondent  forthwith  pursuant  to  24 
CFR  1720.440. 

Dated:  May  14, 1976. 

By  the  Secretary. 

James  W.  Mast, 
Administrative  Law  Judge. 

[FR  Doc.76-14842  Filed  5-19-76:8:45  ami 


(Docket  Noe.  N-76-540;  76-05  13;  OILSER 
No.  0-4112-44-297] 

POCONO  HIGHLANDS  ESTATES 
Notice  of  Hearing 

Pursuant  to  15  U.S.C.  1706(d)  and  24 
CFR  1720.160(d)  Notice  is  hereby  given 
that: 

1.  Pocono  Highland  Estates,  Pocono 
Highland  Estates,  Inc.  and  Robert  B. 
Fishbeln,  President,  Authorized  Agents 
and  officers,  hereinafter  referred  to  as 
“Respondent”  being  subject  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Interstate  Land  Sales  Full 
Disclosure  Act  (Pub.  Law  90-448)  (15 
U.S.C.  1710,  et  seq.),  received  a  Notice  of 
Proceedings  and  Opportunity  for  Hear¬ 
ing  lsued  April  19,  1976,  which  was  sent 
to  the  developer  pursuant  to  15  U.S.C. 
1706(d),  24  CFR  1710.45(b)(1)  and 
1720.125  informing  the  developer  of  in¬ 
formation  obtained  by  the  Office  of  In¬ 
terstate  Land  Sales  Registration  alleging 
that  the  Satement  of  Record  and  Prop¬ 
erty  Report  for  Pocono  Highland  Estates, 
Inc.,  contain  untrue  statements  of  ma¬ 
terial  fact  or  omit  to  state  material  facts 
required  to  be  stated  therein  or  necessary 
to  make  the  statements  therein  not  mis¬ 
leading. 

2.  The  Respondent  filed  an  Answer  re¬ 
ceived  May  11,  1976,  in  response  to  the 
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Notice  of  Proceedings  and  Opportunity 
for  Hearing. 

3.  In  said  Answer  the  Respondent  re¬ 
quested  a  hearing  on  the  allegations 
contained  in  the  Notice  of  Proceedings 
and  Opportunity  for  Hearing. 

4.  Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  15  U.S.C.  1706(d)  and  24  CFR 
1720.160(d),  it  is  hereby  ordered,  That 
a  public  hearing  for  the  purpose  of  tak¬ 
ing  evidence  on  the  questions  set  forth 
in  the  Notice  of  Proceedings  and  Oppor¬ 
tunity  for  Hearing  will  be  held  before 
Judge  James  W.  Mast,  in  Room  7146, 
Department  of  HUD,  451  7th  Street,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.,  on  June  14,  1976  at 
2:00  p.m. 

The  following  time  and  procedure  is 
applicable  to  such  hearing:  All  affidavits 
and  a  list  of  all  witnesses  are  requested 
to  be  filed  with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  HUD 
Building,  Room  10150,  Washington,  D.C. 
20410  on  or  before  June  1, 1976. 

6.  The  Respondent  is  hereby  notified 
that  failure  to  appear  at  the  above  sched¬ 
uled  hearing  shall  be  deemed  a  default 
and  the  proceedings  shall  be  determined 
against  Respondent,  the  allegations  of 
which  shall  be  deemed  to  be  true,  and 
an  ORDER  Suspending  the  Statement 
of  Record,  herein  identified,  shall  be  is¬ 
sued  pursuant  to  24  CFR  1710.45(b)(1). 

This  Notice  shall  be  served  upon  the 
Respondent  forthwith  pursuant  to  24 
CFR  1720.440. 

Dated:  May  13, 1976. 

By  the  Secretary. 

James  W.  Mast, 
Administrative  Law  Judge. 

[FR  Doc.76-14843  Filed  6-19-76; 8: 45  ami 

DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Federal  Aviation  Administration 

TECHNICAL  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 
Notice  of  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration  Technical  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  will  convene  its  first 
meeting  on  Monday,  June  7, 1976,  begin¬ 
ning  at  8:30  am.,  in  Conference  Room 
1010,  at  the  FAA  Headquarters  building, 
800  Independence  Avenue,  6W.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20591. 

The  agenda  for  this  meeting  includes 
the  following: 

1.  Chairman’s  Opening  Remarks. 

2.  Administrator’s  Introductory  Re¬ 
marks. 

3.  Briefing  to  Committee  Members  on 
FAA  Mission,  Responsibilities,  and  Or¬ 
ganization. 

4.  Briefing  to  Committee  Members  on 
FAA  Current  and  Future  Operating 
Problems. 

5.  Briefing  to  Committee  Members  on 
FAA  Research  and  Development  Organi¬ 
zation  and  Facilities. 

6.  Briefing  to  Committee  Members  on 
FAA  Top  “8”  Ongoing  Research  and  De¬ 
velopment  Projects. 


Each  of  the  agenda  items  will  include 
time  for  questions  or  discussion.  Requests 
for  additional  information  should  be 
made  to  the  FAA  Executive  Director  for 
the  Technical  Advisory  Committee.  This 
meeting  is  open  to  the  public. 

*  Issued  in  Washington,  D.C:  on  May  17, 
1976. 

Thomas  M.  Johnston, 
Executive  Director, 
Technical  Advisory  Committee. 

| FR  Doc.76-14833  Filed  5-19-76; 8:46  ami 


National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration 

|  Docket  No.  69-19;  Notice  131 

FORD  MOTOR  CO. 

Denial  of  Petition  for  Reconsideration 

This  notice  denies  the  petition  by  Ford 
Motor  Company  for  reconsideration  of 
certain  amendments  to  Federal  Motor 
Vehicle  Safety  Standard  No.  108  clar¬ 
ifying  specifications  for  Type  1A  and 
Type  2A  rectangular  headlamps. 

Figure  2  of  49  CFR  571.108,  Motor  Ve¬ 
hicle  Safety  Standard  No.  108,  Lamps, 
Reflective  Devices,  and  Associated  Equip¬ 
ment,  was  revised  on  December  23,  1975 
(Docket  No.  69-19;  Notice  10,  40  FR 
59349)  to,  among  other  things,  slightly 
change  the  tolerances  of  the  overall 
width  and  height  erf  Type  1A  and  Type 
2A  rectangular  headlamps,  and  to  pro¬ 
vide  a  different  method  of  dimensioning 
the  locating  lug.  Specifically,  the  head¬ 
lamp  tolerances  which  had  been  6.58+ 
.00/— .10  inches  by  4.20+.00/— .10  inches 
were  changed  to  6.58+.03/— .17  inches  by 
4.20+.03/— .17  Inches.  The  maximum 
width  of  the  locating  lug  was  set  at 
.495  inch.  The  intent  of  the  amendments 
was  to  relieve  dimensional  tolerances 
that  the  agency  had  concluded  were  un¬ 
necessarily  restrictive. 

Ford,  however,  petitioned  for  reconsid¬ 
eration  of  the  changes,  arguing  that 
they  affected  interchangeability  of  head¬ 
lamps,  that  a  headlamp  whose  size  was 
the  maximum  (6.61  Inches  and  4.23 
Inches)  could  Interfere  with  the  mini¬ 
mum  dimension  of  the  headlamp  retain¬ 
ing  ring  as  defined  by  SAE  J571d.  Peti¬ 
tioner  saw  the  potential  problem  “that 
lamps,  produced  as  replacement  parts, 
while  still  meeting  Federal  Motor  Vehicle 
Safety  Standard  108  requirements,  may 
be  impossible  in  the  extreme  of  tolerance 
stack- up  to  assemble  with  the  retaining 
rings.”  It  asked  that  the  headlamp  di¬ 
mensions  be  changed  to  6.56+.03/— .12 
and  4.18  +  .03/— .12  respectively.  It  also 
argued  that  the  maximum  locating  lug 
width  (.495  inch)  is  larger  than  the  min¬ 
imum  seating  surface  of  the  mounting 
ring  (.465  Inch),  with  the  potential  of 
possible  lug  fracture  and  consequent 
lamp  misalignment.  It  asked  that  Figure 
2  be  further  revised  “to  reflect  the  di¬ 
mensions  of  and  methods  for  detailing 
the  locating  lugs  as  shown  in  Figure  6  of 
J571d* 

The  National  Highway  Traflic  Safety 
Administration  has  decided  to  deny 


Ford’s  petition  for  the  following  rea¬ 
sons.  Standard  No.  108  does  not  incor¬ 
porate  SAE  J571d,  and  thus  a  manufac¬ 
turer  may  use  such  retaining  ring  di¬ 
mensions  as  it  chooses,  even  If  they  do 
not  meet  SAE  requirements.  This  fact 
obviates  the  need  for  a  further  amend¬ 
ment.  Since  retaining  ring  dies  are  usu¬ 
ally  less  expensive  and  more  easily 
changed  than  glass  molds,  and  toler¬ 
ances  on  metal  products  are  more  easily 
maintained  than  tolerances  on  glass 
products,  the  more  cost-effective  meth¬ 
od  of  confronting  the  problem  (which 
the  agency  believes  is  minimal  in  any 
event)  is  through  changes  to  the  retain¬ 
ing  ring.  With  respect  to  the  dimension¬ 
ing  of  lamp  locating  lugs,  the  agency  is 
amenable  to  further  consideration  but 
deems  it  premature.  The  agency  under¬ 
stands  that  the  SAE  is  currently  revis¬ 
ing  SAE  J571d,  and  prefers  to  await 
completion  of  SAE  action  before  decid¬ 
ing  whether  to  initiate  rulemaking. 
Ford’s  petition  is  therefore  denied. 

(Secs.  103,  119,  Pub.  L.  89-503,  80  Stat.  718 
(16  OS.C.  1392,  1401);  delegations  of  au¬ 
thority  at  49  CFR  1.50  and  50r.8.) 

Issued  t»i  May  13, 1976. 

Robert  L.  Carter, 
Associate  Administrator, 
Motor  Vehicle  Programs. 

.  [FR  Doc .76-14457  Filed  5-19-76:8:45  am] 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[Docket  27813;  Agreement  C.A.B.  26607  R~1 
through  H-31;  Order  76-4-145] 

INTERNATIONAL  AIR  TRANSPORT 
ASSOCIATION 

Western  Hemisphere  Passenger  Fares 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  76-12676,  appearing  at 
page  18133  of  the  Issue  of  Friday,  April 
30,  1976,  the  following  changes  should 
be  made: 

1.  The  Docket  number  should  appear 
as  above. 

2.  On  page  18136,  in  the  paragraph 
designated  as  number  “2.”  the  third 
line  should  read  as  follows :  “and  3  above 
be  and  hereby  are  approved”. 


[Docket  27673.  Agreement  CAB.  25815; 
Order  76-5-11 

INTERNATIONAL  AIR  TRANSPORT 
ASSOCIATION 

Agreement  Relating  Specific  Commodity 
Rates;  Correction 

Issued  ( under  delegated  authority 
May  5,  1976. 

Corrected  to  reflect  proper  Specific 
Commodity  Item  No.  2206, 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board: 

Dated:  May  12. 1976. 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-14748  Filed  5-19-76;8:45  am] 


1  Published  at  41  FR  (19754)  5-13-76. 
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{Docket  27573,  Agreement  CAB.  25807,  R-l 
through  R-8;  Order  76-5-38J 

INTERNATIONAL  AIR  TRANSPORT 
ASSOCIATION 

South  Pacific  Cargo  Rates 

Issued  under  delegated  authority  May 
12, 1976. 

An  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Board  pursuant  to  section  412(a)  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (the  Act) 
and  Part  261  of  the  Board’s  Economic 
Regulations  between  various  air  carriers, 
foreign  air  carriers,  and  other  carriers 
embodied  in  the  resolutions  of  the  Joint 
Traffic  Conferences  of  the  International 
Air  Transport  Association  (LATA).  The 
agreement,  adopted  at  a  JT31  South 
Pacific  Cargo  Conference  held  in  Geneva 
during  April  1976,  would  establish  cargo 
rates  over  the  South  Pacific  for  effect 
July  1,  1976  through  September  30.  1977. 

The  agreement,  which  supersede*  a 
3  percent  fuel  increase  recently  dis¬ 
approved,'  would  increase  minimum 
charges  by  $4  to  a  level  of  $20  for 
any  consignment  moving  between  west 
coast/ Alaskan/Hawaiian  points  and 
South  Pacific  points  and  by  $5  to  a  level 
of  $26  for  shipments  moving  to/from  all 
other  Western  Hemisphere  points  over 
the  South  Pacific.  General  commodity 
rates  to/from  Hawaii  would  be  de-speci- 
fied  and  instead  constructed  by  means 
of  specified  deductions  from  the  Los  An¬ 
geles  general  rates.  Southbound  (from 
the  U.S.)  general  commodity  rates  would 
Increase  approximately  5  percent  while 
northbound  general  rates  would  increase 
in  amounts  ranging  from  13-14  percent. 
New  charges  for  type  2,  2-A,  and  2-D 
containers  are  proposed  between  Sydney/ 
Auckland  and  U.S.  west  coast  points  and 
existing  container  rates  would  increase 
by  amounts  ranging  from  approximately 
3  to  11  percent  at  the  pivot  weight  while 
over-pivot  rates  would  increase  approxi¬ 
mately  11  percent  Finally,  with  certain 
exceptions,  northbound  specific  com¬ 
modity  rates  would  increase  by  amounts 
ranging  from  13  to  19  percent  while 
southbound  commodity  rates  would  in¬ 
crease  approximately  10  percent. 

The  purpose  of  this  order  is  to  estab¬ 
lish  dates  for  the  submission  of  carrier 
justification  in  support  of  the  agreement 
and  comments  from  interested  persons 
or  parties.  The  carrier  justification 
should  be  set  out  in  a  tabular  format,  as 
suggested  in  Order  75-7-88  (July  17, 
1975),  i.e.,  historical  traffic  and  finan¬ 
cial  data  as  reported  to  the  Board  in 
Form  41  reports  by  functional  account 
for  total  transpacific  services  for  the  year 
ended  March  31, 1976. 

The  data  should  exclude  operations  in 
market  areas  not  covered  by  the  agree¬ 
ment  (c.gr.  North/Central  and  Intra- 
Pacific)  and  all  scheduled  passenger  and 
charter  operations  pertaining  to  the 
South  Pacific  market  so  as  to  establish 
the  present  status  of  cargo  services  in 
the  market  area  covered  by  the  agree¬ 
ment.  The  carrier  justification  will  also 


1  Order  78-6-28  (May  10. 1976) . 


be  expected  to  include  a  forecast  for  the 
year  ending  June  30,  1977  showing  both 
traffic  and  financial  results  under  pres¬ 
ent  rates  and  under  the  increased  rates 
for  which  approval  is  sought.  We  note 
there  is  a  capacity  agreement  between 
Pan  American  and  Qantas  presently 
pending  in  Dockets  26057  and  26075,  and 
Pan  American  should  indicate  whether 
or  not  its  forecast  submitted  herein  takes 
into  account  the  anticipated  results  of 
that  agreement.  Finally,  we  expect  the 
justification  to  allocate  costs  between 
the  passenger  and  cargo  compartments 
on  scheduled  passenger  aircraft  by  the 
“space  method”  stipulated  by  the  Board 
in  its  April  2,  1970  decision  in  Docket 
18381,  Nonpriority  Mail  Rates,  (Orders 
70-4-9  and  70-4-10).* 

Accordingly,  It  is  ordered,  That: 

1.  All  United  States  air  carrier  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  International  Air  Transport 
Association  providing  service  within  the 
affected  area  shall  file  wthin  15  calendar 
days  after  the  date  of  service  of  this 
order,  full  documentation  and  economic 
Justification  for  the  fares  and  related 
conditions  embodied  in  the  subject 
agreement; 

2.  Comments  and  objections  from  in¬ 
terested  persons  and  parties  shall  be  sub¬ 
mitted  within  15  calendar  days  after  the 
date  of  service  of  this  order; 

3.  Replies  to  submissions  received  in 
response  to  ordering  paragraph  1  above 
and  replies  to  comments  received  pursu¬ 
ant  to  ordering  paragraph  2  above  shall 
be  submitted  within  25  calendar  days 
after  the  date  of  service  of  this  order; 
and 

4.  Insofar  as  air  transportation  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Act  is  concerned,  tariffs 
implementing  the  subject  agreement 
shall  not  be  filed  in  advance  of  Board 
approval  of  the  subject  agreement. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc  76-14749  File  6-19-76;8:46  am] 


(Docket  27678,  Agreement  C.A.B.  25889; 
Order  76-6-48] 

INTERNATIONAL  AIR  TRANSPORT 
ASSOCIATION 

Specific  Commodity  Rates 

Issued  under  delegated  authority 
May  13,  1976. 

An  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Board  pursuant  to  section  412(a)  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (the  Act) 
and  Part  261  of  the  Board’s  Economic 
Regulations  between  various  air  car¬ 
riers,  foreign  air  carriers,  and  other  car¬ 
riers,  embodied  in  the  resolutions  of 
Traffic  Conference  3  of  the  International 
Air  Transport  Association  (LATA) .  The 


*  In  fnrn tailing  the  data  requested,  the  car¬ 
rier  should  provide  complete  explanatory 
notes  and  supporting  detail  Including  sta¬ 
tistical  data  to  describe  the  methods  used  In 
making  the  allocations. 


agreement  was  adopted  at  the  15th 
Meeting  of  the  TC3  Specific  Commodity 
Rates  Board  held  in  Geneva  on  March 
31, 1976. 

The  agreement  would  establish  one 
new  specific  commodity  description  and 
change  the  area  of  application  on  five 
descriptions  as  shown  in  the  attachment 
and  establish  specific  commodity  rates 
for  several  items  to  apply  between  vari¬ 
ous  world  markets  outside  of  air  trans¬ 
portation.  We  will  approve  the  new 
descriptions  which  have  general  applica¬ 
tion  within  air  transportation  as  defined 
by  the  Act  but  will  disclaim  Jurisdiction 
with  respect  to  the  new  rates  which  in¬ 
volve  points  solely  outside  of  air 
transportation. 

Pursuant  to  authority  duly  delegated 
by  the  Board  in  the  Board’s  Regulations, 
14CFR  385.14: 

1.  It  is  not  found  that  the  new  specific 
commodity  descriptions  incorporated  in 
Agreement  CA.B.  25839.  which  have 
general  application  In  air  transportation 
as  defined  by  the  Act,  are  adverse  to  the 
public  interest  or  in  violation  of  the  Act. 

2.  It  is  not  found  that  the  specific 
commodity  rates  incorporated  in  Agree¬ 
ment  CA.B.  25839  which  involve  trans¬ 
portation  solely  between  foreign  points 
affect  air  transportation  within  the 
meaning  of  the  Act. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered,  That: 

1.  Those  portions  of  Agreement  C.A.B. 
25839  set  forth  in  the  Attachment  which 
have  general  application  in  air  trans¬ 
portation  as  defined  by  the  Act,  be  and 
hereby  are  approved;  and 

2.  Jurisdiction  be  and  hereby  is  dis¬ 
claimed  with  respect  to  that  portion  of 
Agreement  C.A.B.  25839  described  in 
finding  paragraph  2  above. 

Persons  entitled  to  petition  the  Board 
for  review  of  this  order,  pursuant  to  the 
Board’s  Regulations,  14  CFR  385.50,  may 
file  such  petitions  within  ten  days  after 
the  date  of  service  of  this  order. 

This  order  shall  be  effective  and  be¬ 
come  the  action  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  upon  expiration  of  the  above  pe¬ 
riod,  unless  within  such  period  a  petition 
for  review  thereof  is  filed  or  the  Board 
gives  notice  that  it  will  review  this  order 
on  its  own  motion. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 
Acting  Secretary. 

Agreement  C.A.B.  25839 


Item.  No.  Description 

0230 _  Eggs 1 

0366 _ '  Fish,  Crabs  and/or  Shrimps 1 

2201 _ _  Clothing  and  Wearing  Apparel1 

7025 _  Cigarette  Papers,  Filters,  Tip* 

and  Packaging  Material  Ap¬ 

pertaining  Thereto 1 

8421 _  Un exposed  Films 1 

9906 _  Picture  Hanging  Kits  and/or 

Picture  Hooks1 


1  Area  of  application  changed. 

•  New  description. 

[FR  Doc.76-14760  Filed  5-19-76; 6:46  am] 
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| Docket  27813,  Agreement  C.A.B.  26734,  R-7, 

R-ll  through  R-13,  R-17  through  R-28, 

R-80;  Order  76-6-81] 

INTERNATIONAL  AIR  TRANSPORT 
ASSOCIATION 

North  Atlantic  Passenger  Fares  to/from 
Europe  and  the  Middle  East 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington.  D.C. 
on  the  14th  day  of  May,  1976. 

By  Order  76-4-175,  April  30,  1976, 
the  Board  acted  on  an  agreement  among 
the  carrier  members  of  the  Interna¬ 
tional  Air  Transport  Association  (LATA) 
to  establish  North  Atlantic  passenger 
fares  from  May  1  through  October  31, 
1976.  In  that  order  the  Board,  inter  alia, 
disapproved  all  fare  increases  proposed 
between  Florida  points,  on  the  one  hand, 
and  London,  on  the  other  hand,  on  the 
basis  that  National  Airlines,  Inc.  (Na¬ 
tional)  would  experience  adequate  earn¬ 
ings  on  that  route  under  existing  fares 
and  did  not  require  an  increase.1  Na¬ 
tional,  whose  only  international  route 
Is  Miami-London,  has  petitioned  the 
Board  for  reconsideration  of  its  decision. 

In  support  of  its  petition,  National 
submits  that  the  Board’s  reliance  on  the 
capacity  agreement  with  British  Airways 
as  determinative  of  National’s  load  fac¬ 
tor  for  the  year  ending  April  30,  1977 
was  erroneous  because  the  capacity 
agreement  will  not  be  effective  for  that 
entire  period  inasmuch  as  the  Board  it¬ 
self  approved  the  agreement  only 
through  October  31,  1976;  and  that  in 
light  of  the  alleged  difficulty  involved  in 
extending  the  capacity  agreement  beyond 
October  31,  National  will  not  achieve 
anything  like  a  68.6  percent  load  factor 
during  the  entire  forecast  year.  National 
alleges  further  that  without  the  load- 
factor  adjustment  it  would  achieve  only 
an  11.52  percent  ROI  under  proposed 
fares  which  is  not  in  excess  of  the  Board’s 
guidelines;  that  it  is  recovering  from  a 
protracted  strike  which  has  adversely 
affected  its  traffic  growth  and  it  has  al¬ 
ready  failed  to  meet  its  target  traffic 
levels  for  March  and  April  1976,  the 
first  two  months  of  the  capacity  agree¬ 
ment;  and  that  if  the  Board  does  not 
approve  increased  Miami-London  fares, 
several  fare  construction  difficulties  will 
arise  with  respect  to  fares  to  other 
points.  Finally,  the  carrier  asserts  that 
unless  the  Board  acts  favorably  upon  its 
petition,  National  must  prepare  refunds 
for  virtually  every  interrlational  passen¬ 
ger,  an  extremely  burdensome  process 
which  is  confusing  to  the  passenger  and 


1  Specifically,  the  Board  noted  that  while 
National  forecast  a  10.21  percent  return  on 
Investment  (ROI)  under  present  fares  at  a 
69.06  percent  load  factor  for  the  year  ending 
April  30,  1977,  the  carrier  had  earlier  fore¬ 
cast  a  68.6  percent  load  factor  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  a  Natlonal-Brltlsh  Airways  capac¬ 
ity  limitation  agreement  approved  by  the 
Board  in  Order  76-2-60,  February  17,  1976. 
Adjusting  National’s  financial  results  to  re¬ 
flect  the  68.6  percent  load  factor  indicated 
that  it  would  achieve  an  ROI  of  over  12.8 
percent  under  present  fares,  and  conse¬ 
quently  no  fare  increase  was  required. 


an  unnecessary  hardship  on  the  carriers, 
and  which  is  very  poor  customer  rela¬ 
tions.* 

After  careful  review  of  the  petition, 
the  Board  has  concluded  that  National 
has  not  presented  facts  sufficient  to  war¬ 
rant  a  reversal  of  the  Board’s  findings 
in  Order  76-4-175  and  the  petition  will, 
therefore,  be  denied. 

While  it  is  true  that  the  Board  ap¬ 
proved  the  National-British  Airways 
capacity  limitation  agreement  only 
through  October  31,  1976,  that  agree¬ 
ment  was  proposed  to  run  through  April 
30,  1977  and  National’s  forecast  of  traffic 
and  capacity  in  that  proceeding  covered 
the  entire  period  from  January  15,  1976 
through  April  30,  1977.  Since  the  68.6 
percent  average  load-factor  forecast  for 
that  period  includes  the  winter  season, 
when  traffic  is  usually  depressed,  for  ten 
out  of  the  total  of  16*4  months,  National 
must  have  anticipated  a  substantially 
higher  load  factor  during  the  peak- 
season  period  immediately  ahead,  i.e., 
through  October  31,  1976,  when  the  ca¬ 
pacity  agreement,  as  approved,  will 
actually  be  in  effect.  This  peak  travel 
period  corresponds  exactly  with  the 
duration  of  the  North  Atlantic  fares 
package  as  adopted  by  LATA* and  ap¬ 
proved,  in  general,  by  the  Board. 

The  Board  established  a  forecast 
period  of  the  12  months  ending  April  30, 
1977  for  the  U.S.  carriers’  economic 
justifications  in  support  of  the  IATA 
agreement  in  order  to  evaluate  the  im¬ 
pact  of  the  proposed  fares  on  an 
annualized  basis  which  is  the  only  ap¬ 
propriate  basis  for  assessing  the  financial 
results  of  a  fares  agreement,  notwith¬ 
standing  its  effectiveness  for  a  fractional 
year  period.  National  has  presented 
nothing  which  would  indicate  that  the 
68.6  percent  load  factor  utilized  by  the 
Board  for  this  analysis,  and  which  repre¬ 
sented  National’s  own  best  estimate  in 
connection  with  the  capacity  agreement 
for  the  Miami-London  market,  is  an 
unreasonable  annualization  of  load  fac¬ 
tor  under  conditions  which  will  prevail 
during  the  effectiveness  of  the  agree¬ 
ment.  In  particular  National  has  not,  in 
our  judgment,  shown  that  because  of  the 
recent  strike  it  will  be  unable  to  achieve 
the  load  factors  forecast  in  connection 
with  the  capacity  agreement.  The  strike 
began  September  1,  1975,  yet  the  agree¬ 
ment  was  filed  December  4,  1975,  afford¬ 
ing  the  carrier  ample  time  to  consider 
the  impact  of  the  strike  in  preparing  its 
submissions  to  the  Board.* 

Moreover,  even  evaluating  the  results 
of  the  agreement  on  a  six-month  basis 
through  October  31, 1976,  as  National  ap- 


»  National  also  contends  that  the  cost  levels 
In  Its  justification  are  understated  since  they 
do  not  reflect  Inflationary  pressures.  We  re¬ 
ject  this  argument  out  of  hand.  The  Board 
relied  on  National’s  costs  as  presented  In  Its 
Justification,  and  National  has  presented  no 
new  cost  data  here  to  support  any  reassess¬ 
ment  of  Its  operating  expenses. 

*  While  National  contends  that  It  has  failed 
to  achieve  Its  March/ April  traffic  targets,  K 
has  provided  no  data  In  this  connection. 


pears  to  suggest,  it  would  appear  that 
National’s  load  factor  (and  earnings)  for 
the  six  months  would  probably  be  even 
higher  than  the  68.6  percent  (and  12.8 
percent  ROI)  shown  in  Order  76-4-175 
for  the  entire  year,  since  the  six-month 
period  corresponds  to  the  peak  season  in 
this  market.4 

Finally,  we  disagree  with  National  > 
other  assertions  that  denial  of  its  peti¬ 
tion  will  create  severe  fare  construction 
problems,  or  that  issuance  of  refunds 
represents  “very  poor  customer  rela¬ 
tions.”  The  Board  disapproved  all 
Florida -London  fare  increases  in  last 
year's  IATA  agreement,5  and  the  car¬ 
riers  do  not  seem  to  have  experienced 
extraordinary  difficulties  implementing 
that  decision.  As  for  refunds,  carriers  are 
well  aware  that  passengers  must  be  in¬ 
formed  that  any  fares  sold  at  proposed 
IATA  agreement  levels  before  Board  ac¬ 
tion  are  “subject  to  government  ap¬ 
proval,”  and  that  they  may  be  entitled  to 
a  refund  in  the  event  fare  increases  are 
disapproved.  We  fail  to  perceive  how  the 
return  of  money  to  passengers,  under 
these  circumstances,  can  constitute  poor 
customer  relations. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That: 

The  petition  of  National  Airlines,  Inc. 
for  reconsideration  of  Order  76-4-175  be 
and  hereby  is  denied. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board: 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 
Acting  Secretary 

|FR  Doc.76-14751  Filed  6-19-76:8  45  am] 


(Docket  No.  29278 K 

STAFF  REPORT  ON  SERVICE  TO 
SMALL  COMMUNITIES 

Request  for  Comments 

May  18,  1976. 

The  Civil  Aeronautics  Board  an¬ 
nounced  today  that  it  is  publishing  for 
public  comment  the  Staff  Task  Force 
Report  on  Service  to  Small  Communi¬ 
ties.  In  issuing  the  Report,  which  lists 
four  optional  approaches  to  the  prob¬ 
lem,  the  Board  determined  that  inter¬ 
ested  persons,  including  members  of  the 
general  public,  should  have  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  comment  on  the  Report  before 
the  Board  reached  a  final  decision. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  by 
submitting  twenty  (20)  copies  of  writ¬ 
ten  data,  views,  or  arguments  pertaining 
thereto  addressed  to  the  Docket  Section, 


*  The  Board  has  by  Order  76-6-66  approved 
an  amendment  to  the  capacity  agreement  al¬ 
lowing  National  to  sell  23  additional  seats  on 
each  Miami-London  flight  during  the  upcom¬ 
ing  peak  season,  as  a  result  of  the  recon¬ 
figuration  of  Its  DC-10-30  aircraft  from  8 
to  9  abreast.  The  availability  of  additional 
seats  during  the  peak  summer  travel  season 
would  further  enhance  National’s  profit¬ 
ability  since  the  reconfiguration  costs  per 
seat  are  negligible  and  In  any  event  do  not 
apply  to  operating  costs. 

•  See  Order  76-8-101,  March  27, 1975. 
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Civil  Aeronautics  Board,  Washington, 
D.C.  20428.  All  relevant  n^aterial  re¬ 
ceived  on  or  before  June  18.  1976,  will  be 
considered  by  the  Board.  Copies  of  such 
communications  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  in  the 
Docket  Section,  Room  711,  Universal 
Building,  1825  Connecticut  Ave.,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C. 

Individual  members  of  the  general 
public  who  wish  to  express  their  views 
may  do  so  through  submission  of  com¬ 
ments  in  letter  form  to  the  Docket  Sec¬ 
tion  at  ihe  above  indicated  address,  with¬ 
out  the  necessity  of  filing  additional 
copies. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal]  Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-14959  Filed  5-19-76;  8: 46  ami 

COMMISSION  ON  CIVIL  RIGHTS 
KENTUCKY 
Hearing 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  76-14079  appearing  at  page 
20009  in  the  Federal  Register  of  Fri¬ 
day,  May  14,  1976  the  heading  should 
have  appeared  as  shown  above. 

MICHIGAN  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 
Meeting  Change 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
Rules  and  Regulations  of  the  U.S.  Com¬ 
mission  on  Civil  Rights,  that  the  meet¬ 
ing  of  the  Michigan  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tee  (SAC)  of  the  Commission  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
May  6,  1976,  on  page  18705  (FR 

Doc.  76-13128)  is  hereby  amended 
to  convene  at  2:30  p.m.  and  recess  at 
5:30  p.m.  on  May  23, 1976  at  the  Ojibway 
Motor  Hotel,  240  W.  Portage  (Room  to 
be  posted)  and  will  reconvene  at  7:00 
p.m.  and  recess  at  10:00  p.m.  the  same 
day  at  the  St.  Is  sac  Jogues  Parish  Hall, 
1529  Marquette  Road,  all  locations  In 
Sault  Ste.  Marie,  Michigan  49783.  The 
meeting  originally  announced  for  7:00 
pm.  to  10:00  p.m.  on  May  24.  1976,  Is 
hereby  cancelled.  All  other  meetings  for 
May  24  and  25.  1976.  will  be  held  as 
originally  announced.  The  agenda  of  this 
amended  schedule  of  meetings  remain 
the  same  as  announced  originally. 

Persons  wishing  to  attend  this  meeting 
should  contact  the  Committee  Chairper¬ 
son,  or  the  Midwestern  Regional  Office  of 
the  Commission,  230  South  Dearborn  SL, 
Room  3251,  Chicago,  Illinois  60604. 

This  meeting  will  be  conducted  pursu¬ 
ant  to  the  Rules  and  Regulations  of  the 
Commission. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  May  17, 
1976. 

Isaiah  T.  Creswell,  Jr., 
Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.76-14709  Filed  5-19-76:8:45  am] 


COMMUNITY  SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

PRIVACY  ACT  OF  1974 

Notice  of  Additional  Systems  of  Records 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  76-13415,  appearing  at  page 
19098  in  the  Friday,  May  7,  1976  issue  of 
the  Federal  Register,  change  the  fifth 
heading  under  CSA-12  by  substituting 
“Authority  for  maintenance  of  the  sys¬ 
tem”  for  “Security  classification”. 

Alan  O.  Mann, 
Privacy  Act  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.76-14711  Filed  5-19-76:8:45  am] 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[FRL  545-7] 

DISCHARGES  OF  POLLUTANTS  INTO 
NAVIGABLE  WATERS:  VIRGIN  ISLANDS 

Public  Hearings  and  Requests  for  State 
Program  Approval 

Public  Hearings  to  consider  the  re¬ 
quest  of  the  Territory  of  the  Virgin  Is¬ 
lands  for  Program  Approval  to  partici¬ 
pate  in  the  National  Pollutant  Discharge 
Elimination  System  (“NPDES”)  permit 
program  for  the  control  and  abatement 
of  discharges  into  waters  of  the  Territory 
in  compliance  with  the  1972  Amendments 
of  the  Federal  Water  Pollution  Control 
Act,  33  U.S.C.  §§  1250-1376  (“the  Act”) 
will  be  held  on  June  21,  22,  and  23,  1976, 
at  7:30  pm.,  at  the  following  addresses: 

June  21,  1976 — Julius  Sprauve  Public  School 

Auditorium,  St.  John 

June  22,  1976 — Lawrence  Williams  Public 

Library,  King  Street,  Christians  ted,  St. 

Croix 

June  23,  1976 — Legislature  Building,  Con¬ 
ference  Room,  Charlotte  Amalie,  St. 

Thomas 

Section  402(b)  of  the  Act  provides 
that  the  Governor  of  a  State  (or  Terri¬ 
tory)  desiring  to  administer  the  NPDES 
permit  program  to  control  discharges 
into  navigable  waters  within  its  jurisdic¬ 
tion  may  submit  to  the  administrator  of 
the  United  States  Environmental  Protec¬ 
tion  Agency  (“EPA”)a  full  and  complete 
description  of  the  program  it  intends  to 
administer,  including  a  statement  from 
the  State  Attorney  General  that  the  laws 
of  the  State  provide  adequate  authority 
to  carry  out  the  described  program.  The 
Administrator  is  required  to  approve 
each  such  submitted  program  unless  the 
program  does  not  meet  the  requirements 
of  section  402(b)  and  EPA’s  Guidelines. 
To  administer  the  NPDES  program,  the 
State  must  have,  among  others:  (1)  the 
authority  to  issue  permits  which  comply 
with  all  pertinent  requirements  of  the 
Act,  (2)  the  authority,  Including  civil 
and  criminal  penalties,  to  abate  viola¬ 
tions  of  permits  or  the  permit  program, 
and  (3)  authority  which  will  ensure  that 
the  Administrator,  the  public,  and  any 
affected  States  and  agencies  are  given 
notice  of  and  opportunity  for  a  public 


hearing  with  regard  to  each  permit  ap¬ 
plication.  Also,  the  State  must  have  and 
commit  itself  to  use  manpower  and  re¬ 
sources  sufficient  to  act  on  all  outstand¬ 
ing  permit  applications  in  a  timely  man¬ 
ner  and  consistent  with  the  period  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  Act.  EPA’s  Guidelines 
establishing  “State  Program  Elements 
Necessary  for  Participation  in  the 
NPDES”  were  published  in  Volume  37  of 
the  Federal  Register,  December  22,  1972, 
and  appear  at  40  CFR  Part  124. 

The  Virgin  Islands  has  submitted  a  full 
and  complete  Request  for  State  Program 
Approval  and  proposes  that  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Conservation  and  Cultural 
Affairs  (“the  Department”),  Box  278, 
Charlotte  Amalie,  St.  Thomas,  Virgin  Is¬ 
lands  00801,  (809)  774-3320,  operate  the 
NPDES  permit  program  for  discharges 
into  the  navigable  waters  within  the  jur¬ 
isdiction  of  the  Virgin  Islands.  Virdon  C. 
Brown  is  the  Commissioner  of  the 
Department. 

All  interested  persons  wishing  to  at¬ 
tend,  to  comment  upon,  or  to  support  or 
object  to  this  Territory  request  are  in¬ 
vited  to  attend  the  public  hearings. 

A  three-member  panel  will  preside 
over  the  hearings.  The  panel  will  con¬ 
sist  of  the  Administrator  of  EPA  or  his 
representative,  who  will  serve  as  the 
Presiding  Officer,  the  Commissioner  of 
the  Department  or  his  representative, 
and  the  Regional  Administrator  of 
EPA — Region  H  or  his  representative. 

Oral  statements  will  be  heard  and  con¬ 
sidered,  but,  for  accuracy  of  the  record, 
all  testimony  should  be  submitted  in 
writing.  Statements  should  summarize 
extensive  written  materials  so  there  will 
be  time  for  all  interested  parties  to  be 
heard.  Persons  are  encouraged  to  bring 
extra  copies  of  their  written  statements 
for  the  use  of  the  hearing  panel  and 
other  interested  persons. 

The  Presiding  Officer  may,  at  his  dis¬ 
cretion,  exclude  oral  testimony  if  It  Is 
overly  repetitious  of  previous  testimony 
heard  or  if  it  Is  not  relevant  to  the  de- 
csion  to  approve  or  require  revision  to 
the  State  program  as  submitted.  The 
hearing  record  will  be  left  open  for  a  pe¬ 
riod  of  five  (5)  days  following  the  hear¬ 
ings  to  allow  any  person  to  submit  addi¬ 
tional  written  statements  or  to  present 
views  or  evidence  tending  to  rebut  testi¬ 
mony  presented  during  these  hearings. 

All  interested  persons  may  also  com¬ 
ment  upon  the  Territory  submission  by 
writing  to  the  EPA — Region  H  Office,  26 
Federal  Plaza,  New  York,  New  York 
10007.  Such  comments  will  be  made 
available  to  the  public  for  inspection  and 
copying.  All  comments  or  objections  re¬ 
ceived  by  June  28,  1976,  or  presented  at 
the  public  hearings,  will  be  considered 
by  EPA  before  taking  final  action  on  the 
Virgin  Islands  Request  for  State  Program 
ApprovaL 

The  Program  submission,  related  docu¬ 
ments,  and  all  comments  received  are  on 
file  and  may  be  inspected  and  copied  (at 
$.20  per  page)  at  the  EPA — Region  n  Of¬ 
fice  in  New  York,  New  York.  The  Terri¬ 
tory’s  submission  and  related  documents 
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are  also  on  file  and  may  be  inspected  at 
the  Department’s  Central  Office  on 
Blackboard’s  HiU. 

Copies  of  this  notice  are  available  upon 
request  from  the  Public  Affairs  Division 
of  EPA— Region  n,  (212)  264-2515. 

Please  bring  the  foregoing  to  the  at¬ 
tention  of  persons  you  know  would  be  in¬ 
terested  in  this  matter. 

Dated:  May  13,  1976. 

Stanley  W.  Legro, 
Assistant  Administrator 
for  Enforcement. 

|FR  Doc.76-14646  Filed  6-16-76,8:45  am) 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[FCC  76-441] 

AMATEUR  RADIO  SERVICE 

Experimental  Program  for  the  Licensing  of 
Novice  Class  Operators 

May  14,  1976.  • 

As  part  of  its  continuing  interest  in 
providing  more  rapid  and  efficient  licens¬ 
ing  of  applicants  in  the  Amateur  Radio 
Service,  the  Commission  is  implementing, 
on  a  limited  trial  basis,  an  experimental 
method  of  examining  Novice  Class 
amateur  radio  operators. 

During  the  experimental  program  the 
Commission  will  relax  the  Rules  in  some 
instances  to  license  as  Novices  those  ap¬ 
plicants  successfully  completing  Com¬ 
mission-approved  training  courses  cover¬ 
ing  examination  Element  1A,  beginner’s 
telegraphy,  and  Element  2,  basic  law  and 
amateur  practice. 

Novice  Class  amateur  radio  operator 
training  courses  will  be  approved  during 
the  experimental  period  only  if  they  are 
both  comprehensive,  covering  at  a  mini¬ 
mum  all  material  included  in  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  recently  released  study  guide 
for  the  Novice  Class  license,  and  are  of¬ 
fered  by  qualified  organizations  or  educa¬ 
tional  institutions  possessing  the  re¬ 
sources  necessary  to  carry  through  with  a 
program  of  this  nature.  The  Commission 
staff  will  closely  monitor  any  training 
programs  approved  to  ensure  the  qualifi¬ 
cations  established  by  the  Commission 
for  the  licensing  of  Novice  Class  amateur 
radio  operators  are  met. 

It  is  emphasized  that  tills  is  an  experi¬ 
mental  program  only.  Applicants  not 
participating  in  the  experiment  will  be 
required  to  obtain  Novice  Class  licenses 
under  the  existing  provisions  of  Part  97 
of  the  Commission’s  Rules. 

Authority  for  the  experimental  licens¬ 
ing  program  described  above  is  contained 
in  Sections  4,  301,  303,  and  318  of 
the  Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended. 

Further  information  concerning  the 
experimental  licensing  program  may  be 
obtained  from  the  Federal  Communica¬ 
tions  Commission,  Amateur  and  Citizens 
Division,  Washington,  DC.  20554. 

Xction  by  the  Commission  May  12, 
1976.  Commissioners  Wiley  (Chairman), 


Lee,  Hooks,  Quello,  Washburn  and  Rob¬ 
inson. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.76-14728  Filed  6-19-76:8:46  am] 


FEDERAL  DEPOSIT  INSURANCE 
CORPORATION 

FARMERS  BANK  OF  THE  STATE  OF 
DELAWARE 

Dover,  Delaware 

Suspension  of  Trading 

It  appearing  to  the  Federal  Deposit 
Insurance  Corporation  that  an  exten¬ 
sion  of  the  suspension  of  trading  in  the 
common  stock  of  Farmers  Bank  of  the 
State  of  Delaware  being  traded  other¬ 
wise  than  on  a  national  securities  ex¬ 
change,  ordered  by  the  Federal  Deposit 
Insurance  Corporation  on  March  8,  1975, 
is  required  in  the  public  interest  and  for 
the  protection  of  investors; 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  Sections  12  (i) 
and  12 (k)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act 
of  1934,  the  suspension  of  trading  in 
such  securities  otherwise  than  on  a  na¬ 
tional  securities  exchange  is  extended 
for  the  period  beginning  at  9:00  a.m. 
(d.s.t.)  on  May  17,  1976  through  May  26, 
1976. 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Directors, 
May  14,  1976. 

Federal  Deposit  Insurance 
Corporation, 

Alan  R.  Miller, 

Executive  Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.76-14664  Filed  5-19-76:8:45  am] 

FEDERAL  ENERGY  ADMINISTRATION 

OFFICE  OF  EXCEPTIONS  AND  APPEALS 

Cases  Filed  During  Week  of  April  30 
Through  May  7, 1976 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  during  the 
week  of  April  30  through  May  7,  1976 
the  appeals  and  applications  for  excep¬ 
tion  or  other  relief  listed  in  the  Appendix 
to  this  notice  were  filed  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Administration’s  Office  of  Excep¬ 
tions  and  Appeals. 

Under  the  FEA’s  procedural  regula¬ 
tions,  10  CFR,  Part  205,  any  person  who 
will  be  aggrieved  by  the  FEA  action 
sought  in  such  cases  may  file  with  the 
FEA  written  comments  on  the  applica¬ 
tion  within  ten  days  of  service  of  notice, 
as  prescribed  in  the  procedural  regula¬ 
tions.  For  purposes  of  those  regulations 
the  date  of  service  of  notice  shall  be 
deemed  to  be  the  date  of  publication  of 
this  notice  or  the  date  of  receipt  by  an 
aggrieved  person  of  actual  notice,  which- 
evenoccurs  first. 

Dated:  May  14, 1976. 

Michael  F.  Butler, 
General  Counsel 
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Appendix. — List  of  oases  received  by  the  Office  of  Exceptions  and  Appeals,  Apr.  SO  to 

May  7,  1976 


Data 


Name  and  location  of  applicant  Cast  No.  Type  of  submission 


Apr.  90, 1878  Snmrall  Oil  Services,  Inc.,  Bay  Springs,  Miss.  (If  granted: 

FEA’s  Mar.  31,  1976,  decision  and  order  would  be  re¬ 
scinded  and  Sumrall  Oil  Service  would  be  assigned  a  new 
supplier  of  motor  gasoline  to  replace  its  base  period 
supplier.  Good  Hope  Refineries,  Inc.) 

Do . .  Whaleoo  Fuel  Corp.,  Brooklyn.  N.Y.  (If  granted:  Whaleco 

Fuel  Dorp,  would  be  permitted  to  import  finished 
petroleum  products  on  a  license-fee-free  basis  for  the 
period  May  1, 1976,  and  Apr.  30,  1977.) 

May  A  1978  Delta  Refining  Co.,  Memphis,  Tenn.  (If  granted:  Delta 
Refining  Co.  would  receive  an  exception  from  the  old  oil 
entitlements  program.) 

Do _ Empire  Gas  Corp.,  Milwaukee,  Wis.  (If  granted:  FEA’s 

Mar.  26,  1976,  information  request  denial  would  be  re¬ 
scinded.) 

Do _ Fletcher  Oil  A  Refining  Co.,  Wilmington,  Calif.  (If  granted: 

Fletcher  Oil  A  Refining  Co.  would  receive  an  exception 
from  the  old  oil  entitlements  program.) 

Da _ Husky  Oil  Co.,  Denver,  Colo.  (If  granted:  Husky  Oil  Co. 

would  receive  an  exception  from  the  old  oil  entitlements 
program. 

Do . .  McCulloch  Gas  Processing  Corp.  (Belle  Fourche),  Wash¬ 

ington,  D.C.  (If  granted:  McCulloch  Gas  Processing 
Corp.  would  receive  an  extension  of  the  price  relief 
granted  in  FEA’s  Feb.  27, 1976,  decision  and  order.) 

Do . .  McCulloch  Oes  Processing  Corp.  (Falrview),  Washington, 

D.C.  (If  granted:  McCulloch  Gas  Processing  Corp.  would 
receive  an  extension  of  the  price  relief  granted  in  FEA’s 
Feb.  27,  1976,  decision  and  order.) 

Do . .  McCulloch  Qas  Processing  Corp.  (Gillette),  Washington, 

D.C.  (If  granted:  McCulloch  Gas  Processing  Corp. 
would  receive  an  extension  of  the  price  relief  granted  In 
FEA’a  Feb.  27, 1976,  decision  and  order.) 

Do _ McCulloch  Gas  Processing  Corp.  (Hilight),  Washington, 

D.C.  (If  granted:  McCullocn  Oas  Processing  Corp. 
would  receive  an  extension  of  the  price  relief  granted  in 
FEA's  Feb.  27,  1976,  decision  and  order.) 

Do _ McCulloch  Gas  Processing  Corp.  (Jamison  Prong),  Wash¬ 

ington,  D.C.  (If  granted:  McCulloch  Gas  Processing 
Corp.  would  receive  an  extension  of  the  prioe  relief 
granted  in  FEA’s  Feb.  27,  1976,  decision  and  order.) 

Do . McCulloch  Gas  Processing  Corp.  (Oedekoven),  Washing¬ 

ton,  D.C.  (If  granted:  McCulloch  Gas  Processing  Corp. 
would  receive  an  extension  of  the  price  relief  granted  in 
FEA’s  Feb.  27, 1976,  decision  and  order.) 

Do . -  McCulloch  Oas  Processing  Corp.  (Well  Draw),  Washing¬ 

ton,  D.C.  (If  granted:  McCulloch  Gas  Processing  Corp., 
would  receive  an  extension  of  the  price  relief  granted  in 
FEA's  Feb.  27,  1976,  decision  and  order.) 

Do . Mohawk  Petroleum  Corp.,  Inc.,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.  (If 

granted:  Mohawk  Petroleum  Corp.  would  receive  an 
exception  from  the  old  oil  entitlements  program.) 

Do . —  Navajo  Refining  Co.,  Washington.  D.C.  (If  granted: 

Navajo  Refining  Co.  would  receive  an  exception  from  the 
old  oil  entitlements  program.) 

Do _ North  American  Petroleum  Corp.,  Abilene,  Tex.  (If 

granted:  North  American  Petroleum  Corp.  would  re¬ 
ceive  an  exception  from  the  old  oil  entitlements  program.) 

Do . .  Pasoo,  Inc.,  Washington,  D.C.  (If  granted:  Pasco,  Inc., 

would  receive  an  exception  from  the  oil  oil  entitlements 
program.) 

Do _ Powerlne  Oil  Co.,  Washington,  D.C.  Of  granted:  Powerine 

Oil  Co.  would  receive  an  exception  from  the  old  oil  en¬ 
titlements  program.) 

Do . .  Rock  Island  Refining  Corp.,  Indianapolis,  Ind.  Ofgranted: 

Rock  Island  Refining  Corp.  would  receive  an  exception 
from  the  old  oil  entitlements  program.) 

Do _ Southland  Oil  Co.,  Jackson,  Miss.  Of  granted:  Southland 

Oil  Co.  would  receive  an  exception  from  the  old  oil  en¬ 
titlements  program.) 

Do _ Thagard  Oil  Co.  (if  granted :  Thagard  Oil  Co.  would  rocolve 

an  exception  from  the  old  oil  entitlements  program.) 

Do . —  Warrior  Asphalt  Refining  Co.  of  Alabama,  I  nc.,  Tuscaloosa, 

Ala.  (If  granted:  Warrior  Asphalt  Refining  Co.  of  Ala¬ 
bama  would  receive  an  exception  from  the  old  oil  entitle¬ 
ments  program.) 

May  4, 1978...  Ashland  Oil  Co.,  San  Francisco,  Calif.  (If  granted:  A  sup¬ 
plemental  order  would  be  issued  to  Ashland  Oil  Co.) 


FEA-0S19 

FP1-0096 

FEE-2437 

FEA-0620 

FEE-2432 

FEE-2442 

FEE-2449 

FEE-2450 

FEE-2446 

FEE-2445 

FEE-2448 

FEE-2447 

FEE-2451 

FEE-2433 

FEE-2440 

FEE-2436 

FEE-2441 

FEE-2485 

FEE-2431 

FEE-2438 

FEE-2434 

FEE-2430 

FEX-0041 


Do _ Bolridge  OB  Co.,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.  (If  granted:  Belrfdge  FEE-2444 

Oil  Co.  would  be  permitted  to  increase  its  prices  for  nat¬ 
ural  gas  liquid  products  to  reflect  nonproduct  cost  in¬ 
creases  in  excess  of  $0.005 /gal.) 

Do. _  Sunland  Refining  Co.,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.  (If  granted:  Sun-  FEE-3456 

land  Refining  Corp.  would  receive  an  exception  from  the 
old  oil  entitlements  program.) 

Do _ Union  Oil  Co.  of  California,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.  (If  granted:  PEA-0821 

FEA’s  Apr.  2, 1976,  decision  and  order  would  be  rescinded 
and  Union  Oil  Co.  would  be  permitted  to  increase  its 
selling  prices  for  JP-4  aviation  fuel.) 


Do _ William  H.  Player  A  Associates,  Natchex,  Miss.  (Ifgranted:  FEE-2443 

William  H.  Player  A  Associates  would  receive  an  ex¬ 
tension  of  the  exception  relief  from  the  crude  oil  pricing 
regulations  granted  in  FEA’s  Apr.  9,  1976,  decision  and 
order.) 

May  5, 1978  General  Crude  Oil  Co.,  Houston,  Tex.  (If  granted:  Crude  FEE-2451 
ail  produced  from  the  Banning  lease  of  the  Newport 
Field,  Orange  County,  Calif.,  would  be  sold  at  upper-tier 
ceiling  prices.) 


Appeal  of  FEA’s  exception 
doclsion  and  order  In 
Bumrall  Oil  Service,  Inc., 
3  FEA  par.  83,152  (Mar. 
31,  1976). 

Exception  to  the  base  fee 
requirements. 


Exception  from  the  old  oil 
entitlements  program. 

Appeal  of  FEA’s  informa¬ 
tion  request  denial. 

Exception  from  the  old  oil 
entitlements  program. 

Do. 


Extension  of  FEA’s  price 
relief  in  McCulloch  Gas 
Processing  Corp.,  3  FEA 
par.  83,113  (Feb.  27, 
1976). 

Do. 


Do. 


Do. 


Do. 


Do. 

Do. 


Exception  from  the  old  oQ 
entitlements  program. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 


Supplemental  order  In 
Ashland  OU  Co.,  8  FEA 

GS>. —  <A‘"-  " 

Price  exception  (see. 
212.165). 


Exception  from  the  old  oO 
entitlements  program. 

Appeal  of  FEA’s  exception 
decision  and  order. 
Union  Oil  Co.  of  Cali¬ 
fornia,  3  FEA  per.  83,155 
(Apr.  2,  1976). 

William  H.  Player  A  As- 
soda  tee,  8  FEA  par. 
88,161  (Apr.  9, 1976). 


Prioe  exception  (sos.- 
212.74). 
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Data 


Name  and  location  of  applicant 


Case  No. 


Type  of  submission 


Do _ Midland  Cooperatives,  Inc.,  Cushing,  Okla.  Of  granted:  FKE-2454 

Midland  Cooperatives,  Inc.,  would  receive  an  exception 
from  the  old  oil  entitlements  program.) 

Do _ Port  Arthur  Towing  Co.  and  Palmer  Midstream  Service,  FEA-0823 

Inc.  (If  granted:  FKA’s  Apr.  23,  1976,  denial  of  a  motion 
to  quash  a  sub  pens  issued  to  the  firms  on  Apr.  2, 1976,  as 
modified,  would  be  rescinded.) 

Do _ ...  T.  J.  Fannon  A  Sons,  Inc.,  Alexandria,  Va.  (If  granted:  FEA-0824 

FEA  region  Ill's  Mar.  24, 1976,  decision  and  order  would 
be  rescinded  and  T.  J.  Fannon  &  Sons,  Inc.,  would 
receive  an  exception  from  tbe  provisions  of  10  CFR 
212.93(a).) 

Do... _ Utopia  Oil  Industries,  Inc.,  Richland,  Wash.  (If  granted:  FEA-0822 

FEA’s  Mar.  31,  1976,  decision  and  order  would  be  re¬ 
scinded  and  Utopia  Oil  Industries  would  be  assigned  a 
new,  lower  priced  supplier  of  motor  gasoline.) 

Mag  6, 1976  Beacon  Gasoline  Co.,  Washington,  D.C.  (If  granted:  FEE-2459 
Beacon  Gasoline  Co.  would  receive  an  extension  of  the 
price  relief  granted  in  FEA’s  Feb.  17,  1976,  decision  and 
order.) 

Do _ _  Edgington  Oil  Co.,  Long  Beach,  Calif.  (If  granted:  Edging-  FEE-2457 

ton  Oil  Co.  would  receive  an  exception  from  tbe  old  oil 
entitlements  program.) 

Do _ Kern  County  Refinery,  Inc.,  Jacksonville,  Fla.  (If  granted:  FEE-2454 

Kern  County  Refinery,  Inc.,  would  receive  an  exception 
from  tbe  old  oil  entitlements  program.) 

Do _ Little  America  Refining  Co.,  Evansville,  Wyo.  (If  granted:  FEE-2455 

Little  America  Refining  Co.  would  receive  an  exception 
from  tbe  old  oil  entitlements  programs. 

Do . .  Mid-America  Refining  Co.,  Inc.  (If  granted:  Mid-America  FEE-2458 

Refining  Co.,  Inc.,  would  be  permitted  to  increase  its 
selling  prices  for  No.  2  diesel  fuel  above  the  maximum 
level  permitted  under  10  CFR  212.82.) 

Do . „  Mitchell,  M.  J.,  Dallas, Tex.  (If  granted:  Cradeoil produced  FEE-2460 

from  the  Mitchell  8tate  Minnelusa  sand  unit  would  be 
sold  at  upper-tier  ceiling  prices.) 

Do .  Pacific  Northern  Oil  Corp.,  Beattie,  Wash.  (If  granted:  FPI-0097 

Pacific  Northern  Oil  Corp.  would  be  permitted  to  import 
finished  petroleum  products  on  a  license-fee-free  basis.) 


Exception  from  the  old  oB 
entitlements  program. 

Appeal  of  denial  of  motion 
to  quash  or  modify 
subpena. 

Appeal  of  FEA  region  III 
decision  and  order. 


Appeal  of  FEA’s  exception 
decision  and  order  Uto¬ 
pia  Oil  Industries,  Inc., 
3  FEA  par.  83,156  (Mar. 
31,  1976). 

Extension  of  FEA’s  price 
relief  Beacon  Gasoline 
Co.,  3  FEA  par.  83,107 
(Feb.  17,  1976). 

Exceptions  from  the  old  oil 
entitlements  program. 

Do. 


Do. 

Price  exception  (sec.  212.82) 

Price  exception  (sec.  212.74) 


Exception  to  the  base-fee 
requirements. 


[FR  Doc.76-14677  Filed  6-17-76;  11 :45  am] 


REFINERS  CRUDE  OIL  ALLOCATION 
PROGRAM 

Allocation  Quarter  of  June  1,  1976  to 
August  31, 1976 

Hie  notice  specified  In  f 211.63(e)  of 
tiie  refiners*  crude  oil  allocation  pro¬ 
gram  Is  hereby  published  for  the  alloca¬ 
tion  quarter  of  June  1, 1976  to  August  31, 
1976. 

The  buy-sell  list  for  refiners  is  set  forth 
as  an  appendix  to  the  notice.  The  pro¬ 
visions  of  10  CFR  211.65  apply  to  all 
transactions  made  under  the  buy-sell  list. 
Included  as  part  of  the  list,  as  required 
by  S  211.65(e)  are:  the  quantity  of  crude 
oil  each  refiner-buyer  is  eligible  to  pur¬ 
chase,  the  total  allocation  obligation  for 
all  refiner-sellers,  the  fixed  percentage 
share  for  each  refiner-seller  and  the 
quantity  of  crude  oil  that  each  refiner- 
seller  is  obligated  to  offer  for  sale  to  re¬ 
finer-buyers,  with  a  specification  as  to 
the  portions  thereof  that  constitute  the 
primary  and  secondary  sales  obligations 
for  each  refiner-seller,  In  accordance 
with  10  CFR  211.65(d).  The  amounts 
shown  on  the  list  for  refiner-buyers  with 
first  or  second  priority  refineries  (as  de¬ 
fined  In  Part  214  of  10  CFR)  reflect  the 
amendments  to  the  refiners’  crude  oil  al¬ 
location  program  adopted  April  14,  1976 
and  also  reflect  corrections  as  to  certain 
firms  for  the  March  1976  quarter  as  a 
result  of  such  amendments. 

The  buy-sell  list  covers  PAD  districts 
I  through  V,  and  amounts  shown  are  in 
barrels  of  42  gallons  each,  for  the  spec¬ 
ified  period.  Pursuant  to  f  211.65(d), 


each  refiner-seller  shall  offer  for  sale, 
directly  or  through  exchange,  to  refiner- 
buyers  during  an  allocation  quarter  a 
quantity  of  crude  oil  equal  to  that  re¬ 
finer-seller’s  primary  sales  obligation 
plus  any  portion  of  that  refiner-seller’s 
secondary  sales  obligation  as  to  which 
the  FEA  directs  a  sale  pursuant  to  10 
CFR  211.65(h) .  No  refiner-seller  shall  be 
required  to  offer  for  sale  to  refiner- 
buyers,  whether  by  directed  sale  or 
otherwise,  any  portion  of  its  secondary 
sales  obligation  until  each  other  refiner- 
seller  (except  refiner-sellers  with  mini¬ 
mal  primary  sales  obligations)  has  sold 
at  least  80%  of  its  primary  sales  obliga¬ 
tion. 

The  procedures  of  10  CFR  211.65(h) 
provide  that  if  a  sale  is  not  agreed  upon 
within  15  days  of  the  date  of  publication 
of  this  notice,  a  refiner-buyer  that  has 
not  been  able  to  negotiate  a  contract  to 
purchase  crude  oil  may  request  FEA  to 
direct  one  or  more  refiner-sellers  to  sell 
a  suitable  type  of  crude  oil  to  such  refin¬ 
er-buyer.  Such  a  request  must  be  made 
within  30  days  of  the  publication  of  this 
notice.  Upon  such  request,  FEA  may  di¬ 
rect  one  or  more  refiner-sellers  that  have 
not  completed  their  required  sales  to  sell 
crude  oil  to  the  refiner-buyer.  If  the  re¬ 
finer-buyer  declines  to  purchase  the 
crude  oil  specified  by  FEA,  the  rights  of 
that  refiner-buyer  to  purchase  that  vol¬ 
ume  of  crude  oil  are  forfeited  during  this 
allocation  quarter,  providing  that  the 
refiner-seller  or  refiner-sellers  In  ques¬ 
tion  have  fully  complied  with  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  10  CFR  211.65.  Refiner-buyers 


making  such  request  must  provide  the 
FEA  with  the  following  information: 

1.  Name  of  the  refiner-buyer  and  of 
the  person  authorized  to  act  for  the 
refiner-buyer  in  buy-sell  list  transac¬ 
tions. 

2.  Names  and  locations  of  the  refin¬ 
eries  for  which  crude  oil  is  sought,  the 
amount  of  crude  oil  sought  for  each  re¬ 
finery,  and  the  technical  specification 
range  of  crude  oil  which  can  be  proc¬ 
essed  in  each  refinery. 

3.  Statement  of  any  restrictions,  lim¬ 
itations  or  constraints  on  the  refiner- 
buyer’s  purchases  of  crude  oil,  with  par¬ 
ticular  respect  to  manner  or  time  of 
deliveries. 

4.  Namse  and  locations  of  all  refiner- 
sellers  from  which  crude  oil  has  been 
sought  under  the  buy -sell  list  and  the 
volume  and  specification  of  the  crude 
oil  sought  from  each. 

5.  The  response  of  each  refiner-seller 
to  which  a  request  to  purchase  crude  oil 
has  been  made,  and  the  name  and  tele¬ 
phone  number  of  the  individual  con¬ 
tacted  at  each  such  refiner-seller. 

6.  Such  other  pertinent  information 
as  FEA  may  request. 

Each  refiner-buyer  and  refiner-seller 
will  report  the  details  of  each  transac¬ 
tion  under  the  buy-sell  list  to  FEA  on 
Form  903  (1-74)  within  15  days  of  the 
completion  of  arrangements  for  the 
transaction.  Each  refiner-buyer  and  re¬ 
finer-seller  is  requested  to  report  as 
promptly  as  practicable  every  such  trans¬ 
action  to  which  it  is  a  party. 

Refiner-buyers  wishing  to  receive  an 
allocation  in  the  allocation  quarter  com¬ 
mencing  September  1,  1976,  with  respect 
to  future  refining  capacity  (as  defined  in 
10  CFR  211.62)  that  is  not  presently 
taken  into  account  in  determining  their 
respective  purchase  opportunities,  must 
apply  to  the  FEA  for  certification  of  that 
capacity  and  provide  all  necessary  infor¬ 
mation  required  to  enable  FEA  to  evalu¬ 
ate  the  factors  set  forth  In  10  CFR  211.- 
65(b)(1)  no  later  than  June  30, 1976. 

All  reports  and  applications  made 
under  this  notice  should  be  addressed  to: 

Director,  Crude  Operations,  Crude  Oil  Buy- 

Sell  Program,  20th  Street  Postal  Station, 

P.O.  Box  19028,  Washington,  D.C.  20036. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  May  14, 

1976. 

Michael  F.  Butler, 
General  Counsel. 

Appendix 

The  list  of  reflner-sellers  and  refiner- 
buyers  for  the  period  June  1,  1976  through 
August  31,  1976  is  as  follows.  The  list  sets 
forth  the  Identity  of  each  refiner-seller  and 
refiner-buyer,  the  fixed  percentage  share  of 
each  refiner-seller  and  the  volumes  of  crude 
oU  (reflecting  all  adjustments  required  under 
I  211.66)  that  each  such  refiner-seller  Is  obli¬ 
gated  to  offer  for  sale  (with  a  specification 
as  to  primary  and  secondary  sales  obliga¬ 
tions)  or  that  each  such  refiner-buyer  Is 
eligible  to  purchase,  as  the  case  may  be. 
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NOTICES 


Federal  Energy  Administration-  -Crude  oil 
allocation  program  for  the  period  June 
through  August  1976 — Sales 


Share 

Barrels 

Primary 

obligation 

Secondary 

obligation 

Amoco  Oil  Co 

0  099 

3. 250, 127 

6,203, 429 

Atlantic  Richfield-. 

.072 

2, 907, 285 

4,556,469 

Cities  Service  Oil... 

.023 

754, 815 

1,456;  804 

Continental  Oil  Co..  . 

.034 

0 

1,966,826 

Exxon  Corn . . 

iictty/Skelly.- . 

Gulf  Oil  Corp . . 

.  It2 

3,360,330 

7,016,845 

.020 

780,387 

1,256,469 

.086 

5,807.815 

5,396,175 

Marathon  Oil  Co . 

.022 

1,409,000 

1,353,618 

Mol >il  Oil  Corp.  . 

.080 

2,887,116 

5, 572, 177 

Phillips  Petroleum . 

.030 

1,708,650 

2,450,435 

Shell  Oil  Co . . 

.107 

4,051.722 

6,729,106 

Bocal/Chevron . . 

.020 

3,411,752 

6.015,292 

Sun  Oil  Co _ _ 

.062 

1,559.654 

3,286,865 

Texaco,  Inc _  _ 

.107 

6,580,704 

6,734,577 

Union  Oil  Co.  of  Cali- 

fornia _ 

043 

2,764,623 

2,707,174 

Total. .  . . 

40.000,000 

62, 701, 261 

Total  allocation 

obligation _ 

. 

102,701,261 

Purchases 

Allied  Materials  Co _ 

Amerada  Hess  Corp _ 

American  Petrofina _ 

Apco  Oil  Corp _ 

Arizona  Fuels  Corp _ 

Asamera  Oil,  Inc _ 

Ashland  Oil,  Inc _ 

Axel  Johnson _ 

Bayou  State  Oil  Corp _ 

Beacon  Oil  Company _ 

C  &  H  Refining _ 

Calumet  Industries _ 

Canal  Refining  Co _ 

Caribou  Four  Corners _ 

CFP  _ 

Champlin  Petroleum _ 

Charter  Oil  Company _ 

Claiborne  Gas  Co _ 

Clark  Oil  &  Refining _ 

Coastal  States  Gas _ 

Commonwealth  Oil  Ref _ 

CRA -Farmland  Ind.  Inc _ 

Cross  Oil  &  Ref-Ark _ 

Crown  Central  Petro _ 

Crystal  Oil  Co _ 

Crystal  Refining  Co _ 

Delta  Refining  Co _ 

Diamond  Shamrock  Corp _ 

Dorchester  Gas _ _ _ 

Dow/Refinery  _ 

Eddy  Refining  Oo _ 

Edglngton  Oil  Co _ _ _ 

Edglngton  Oxnard  Ref _ 

Evangeline  Refining _ 

Famariss  Oil  Corp _ 

Farmers  Union  Central  Ex¬ 
change  _ 

Fletcher  Oil  and  Ref _ 

Flint  Chemical  Corp _ 

Gary  Western  Oo - 

Giant  Industries - 

Glacier  Park - 

Gladieux  Refining - 

Golden  Eagle  Ref.  Oo _ 

Good  Hope  Refineries _ _ 

Guam  Oil  &  Refining _ 

Gulf  States _ _ _ _ _ 

HIRI  _ _ 

Howell  Corporation - 

Hunt  Oil  Company - - 

Husky  Oil  Company _ 

Indiana  Farm  Bureau _ 

J&W  Refining  Inc _ _ 

Kentucky  Oil  Ref  Co _ _ , _ 

Kern  County  Ref.,  Ino _ » _ 

Kerr  McGee  Co _ _ _ 

Koch  Refining  Co _ _ 

La  Gloria  Oil-Gas  Co _ _ _ 

Lakeside  Refining  Co _ 


Barrels 
123,502 
10,  086,  883 
1,096,  772 
280,  113 
0 

3,460 
8.  166,  624 
130,  486 
0 

185,  725 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

459, 030 
0 
0 

4,  017,  749 
6,  676,  913 
2,964,250 
2,  717, 186 
95,001 
2,  073, 190 
0 

167,  248 
1,470, 128 
164.  262 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

2,  063,  634 

1,219,597 

192,668 

0 

264,600 

416,882 

0 

676, 737 
266, 260 
260,708 
0 

38, 108 
173, 760 
931,701 
463,175 
1,  694,  125 
288,664 
568,  166 

i 

4, 168,  463 
406,492 
499,680 
224,368 


Barrels  • 

Laketon  Asphalt  Ref _  99, 625 

Little  America  Ref _  723,  074 

Lou.  Land  &  Exploration  Co _  388,  789 

Lou.  Oil  &  Re-Refining  Co _  4, 643 

MacMillan  RF  Oil  Co _  330, 270 

Marion  Corporation _  79, 682 

Mid-America  Refining _  10,  000 

Mid -Tex  Refinery _  233, 197 

Midland  Coop.  Inc _  766,  392 

Mohawk  Petroleum  Co _  296,  007 

Monsanto  Company _ _ •  337,  250 

Morrison  Petroleum _  0 

Mountaineer  Refinery _  15,  096 

Murphy  Oil  Corp _  1,  763,  078 

National  Coop.  Ref _  1,675,468 

Navajo  Refining  Co _  1,  613 

Newhall  Refining  Co _  209,  375 

North  American  Petroleum _  0 

Northland  Oil  &  Ref _  398,  078 

Oil  Shale  Corp _ I _  2, 165,  441 

OKC  Corporation _  0 

Pasco  Incorporated _  272,  868 

Pennzoil  Company _  343,  380 

Pioneer  Refining _  9, 250 

Placid  Refining _  2, 429, 400 

Plateau  Incorporated _  461,133 

Powerine  Oil  Company _  1,  699,  718 

Pride  Refining  Inc _  1,130,238 

Quaker  state  Oil  Refining  Co _  0 

Road  Oil  Sales,  Inc _  5,750 

Rock  Island  Refining _  30,  750 

Saber  Refining  Co _  767, 355 

Sabre  Refining  Inc.  (Dingman) .  55,159 

Sage  Creek  Refining  Co _  61, 250 

San  Joaquin  Refining _  0 

Seminole  Asphalt  Ref _  187  500 

Sigmor  Corporation _  0 

Somerset  Refinery _ 0 

Sound  Refining,  Inc _  70,  625 

South  Hampton _  1,  257,  415 

Southland  Oil  Co _  124,618 

Southwestern  Refining  Co _  0 

Standard  Oil  of  Ohio _ r _  16,  000,  320 

Sunland  Refining  Co _  263,  724 

Tenneco  Oil  Co _  1.  302, 750 

Tesoro  Petroleum  Co _  788, 125 

Texas  Asphalt  &  Refining _  49, 232 

Texas  City  Refining _  3,  513,  726 

Thagard  Oil _  0 

The  Refinery  Corporation _  314, 126 

Thriftway  Oil  Co _ _  77, 983 

Thunderbird  Resources _  29,  883 

Tonkawa  Refining  Co _  49,  822 

Total  Leonard,  Inc _  869, 360 

Union  Texas  Petroleum _  0 

United  Independent  Oil  Oo _  10, 171 

United  Refining  Co _  1 , 996, 359 

Ufi.  Oil  &  Refining  Co _  379,  323 

USA  Petrochem _  689, 647 

V-l  Oil  Company _ _ _  2, 787 

Viokers  Petroleum  Co _  1,136,835 

Vulcan  Asphalt  Ref _ 97,989 

Warrior  Asphalt  Corp _ _  73,  036 

West  Coast  Oil -  0 

Western  Refining  Co _  687, 750 

Winston  Refining  Co _  82,  991 

Wlreback  Oil  Oo . .  8, 096 

Wttoo  Chemical  Corp _ 622,  376 

Yetter  Oil  Co . - .  1.000 

Young  Refining  Corp -  267, 147 


Total  .  102,701,261 


[FR  Doc.76-14678  Filed  6-17-76;ll:35  ami 

FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

[Independent  Ocean  Freight  Forwarder 
License  No,  1737] 

LAWRENCE  M.  PARRY,  JR. 

Order  of  Revocation 

On  May  10,  1976,  Lawrence  M.  Parry, 
Jr,  P.O.  Box  11133,  Chattanooga,  Ten¬ 
nessee  37401,  voluntarily  surrendered  his 


Independent  Ocean  Freight  Forwarder 
License  No.  1737  for  revocation. 

By  virtue  of  authority  vested  in  me  by 
the  Federal  Maritime  Commission  as  set 
forth  in  Manual  of  Orders,  Commission 
Order  No.  201.1  (Revised),  Section  5.01 
(b),  dated  June  30,  1975; 

It  is  ordered,  That  Independent  Ocean 
Freight  Forwarder  License  No.  1737  is¬ 
sued  to  Lawrence  M.  Parry,  Jr.,  be  and  is 
hereby  revoked  effective  May  10,  1976 
without  prejudice  to  reapply  for  a  li¬ 
cense  in  the  future. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  a  copy  of 
this  Order  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  and  served  upon  Lawrence  M. 
Parry.  Jr. 

Leroy  F.  Fuller, 
Director  Bureau  of 
Certification  and  Licensing. 

[FR  Doc.76-14746  Filed  6-19-76:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  76-28) 

TRAILER  MARINE  TRANSPORT  CORP. 

Order  of  Investigation  and  Suspension 

Trailer  Marine  Transport  Corporation 
(hereinafter  TMT) ,  a  barge  carrier  serv¬ 
ing  between  Jacksonville  and  Miami, 
Florida  and  Puerto  Rico  has  filed  with 
the  Commission  revised  pages  to  its  tariff 
FMC-F  No.  2,  identified  at  Appendix  A. 
scheduled  to  become  effective  May  17, 
1976.  Those  revised  pages  increase  rates 
by  fifteen  percent  on  commodities  so 
referenced.  Contemporaneous  with  filing 
of  the  instant  revised  pages,  TMT  sub¬ 
mitted  its  certification  in  lieu  of  finan¬ 
cial  and  operating  data,  pursuant’  to 
General  Order  11,  Amendment  No.  1  (46 
C.F.R.  S  512.3(d)  (5) ),  affirming  that  not 
more  than  50  percent  of  its  tariff  items 
were  changed  and  that  the  changes  will 
not  increase  or  decrease  its  domestic  off¬ 
shore  gross  revenue  by  three  percent  or 
more. 

The  Puerto  Rico  Maritime  Shipping 
Authority  (hereinafter  PRMSA),  a  car¬ 
rier  operating  self  propelled  vessels  and 
providing  service  between  the  United 
States  Atlantic  and  Gulf  Coast  Ports  and 
Puerto  Rico,  also  offers  transportation 
of  commodities  here  the  subject  of  rate 
increases. 

In  the  past  barge  carriers  have  argued, 
and  the  Commission  has  recognized,  the 
need  for  a  rate  differential  between  barge 
carriers  and  vessel  operating  carriers  in 
order  to  attract  cargo  to  barge  service 
which  is  more  hazardous,  and  inherently 
less  stable  and  reliable  than  that  offered 
by  operators  of  self  propelled  vessels. 
Rates  from  Jacksonville,  Florida  to 
Puerto  Rico.  10  F.M.C.  376  (1967).  The 
result  of  the  instant  rate  increase  would 
he  to  eliminate  the  differential  which 
exists  between  TMT  and  PRMSA  on 
commodities  the  subject  of  the  Instant 
increases. 

In  Dooket  No.  75-18,  Puerto  Rico 
Maritime  Shipping  Authority — Reduced 
Rates  from  Florida  to  Puerto  Rico,  In¬ 
stituted  May  22,  1075,  TMT  protested 
rate  reductions  by  PRMSA,  stating  that 
elimination  of  the  rate  differential  be- 
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tween  TMT’s  rates  and  PRMSA’s  rates 
was  in  contravention  of  principles  stated 
by  the  Commission  in  Rates  from  Jack¬ 
sonville,  Florida  to  Puerto  Rico,  supra, 
would  cause  irreparable  harm  to  TMT, 
and  eventually  result  in  monopolization 
of  the  trade  by  PRMSA.  In  an  attempt 
to  resolve  tariff  controversies  the  subject 
of  Docket  No.  75-18  TMT  and  PRMSA 
entered  into  Commission  approved 
Agreement  No.  DC-83,  authorizing  rate 
discussions  in  the  Puerto  Rican  trade. 
Any  agreement  reached  pursuant  to  DC- 
83  is  not  to  be  implemented  until  such 
agreement  has  been  submitted  to  and 
approved  by  the  Commission. 

A  joint  protest  to  the  instant  rate  in¬ 
creases  was  filed  on  behalf  of  Trans - 
conex,  Inc.,  Econocaribe  Consolidators, 
Inc.,  and  Twin  Express,  Inc.,  non-vessel 
operating  common  carriers  (hereinafter 
NVO’s) ,  in  the  Puerto  Rican  Trade.  Pro¬ 
testants  allege  that  TMT’s  proposed  rate 
increases  will  divert  substantial  cargo 
from  TMT  to  PRMSA  and  undermine  the 
continued  availability  of  TMT’s  service; 
such  diversion  will  result  in  the  increase 
of  TMT’s  domestic  offshore  gross  rev¬ 
enues  by  three  percent  or  more,  neces¬ 
sitating  the  submission  of  financial  and 
operating  data  pursuant  to  General 
Order  11,  Amendment  No.  1,  and;  rate 
increases,  if  permitted  to  go  into  effect, 
will  require  NVO’s  to  increase  their  LTL 
rates  by  ten  to  twelve  percent  causing 
diversion  of  cargo  from  them  and  result¬ 
ing  in  their  ultimate  ruin.  The  protest 
also  alleges  that  the  instant  rate  action 
was  improperly  taken  pursuant  to  Agree¬ 
ment  No.  DC-83. 

TMT  replied  to  the  protest  stating 
that  the  proposed  FAK  rate  (Item  No. 
3260,  First  Revised  Page  122)  attempts  to 
restore  a  competitive  differential  which 
previously  existed  between  Jacksonville 
and  Miami,  Florida  and  North  Atlantic 
ports.  TMT  also  denies  improper  action 
pursuant  to  an  unflled  and  unapproved 
agreement  and  reaffirms  its  contention 
that  its  certification  as  to  the  effect  of 
the  subject  rate  increase  is  correct. 

Upon  consideration  of  the  above  mat¬ 
ter,  the  Commission  is  of  the  opinion  that 
the  proposed  rate  increases  should  be 
made  the  subject  of  a  public  invesitga- 
tion  and  hearing  to  determine  whether 
they  are  unjust,  unreasonable  or  other¬ 
wise  unlawful  under  Sections  16,  First 
and  18(a)  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916, 
and/or  sections  3  and  4  of  the  Inter¬ 
coastal  Shipping  Act,  1933.  We  have  con¬ 
sidered  that  aspect  of  the  protest  re¬ 
lating  to  alleged  violations  of  section  15 
and  have  determined  that  the  question 
of  section  15  violations  should  not  be 
made  a  part  of  this  investigation  and 
hearing.  The  Commission  is  of  the 
further  opinion  that  the  rate  increases 
referenced  by  symbol  on  revised  tariff 
pages  identified  at  Appendix  A  should  be 
suspended  pursuant  to  the  authority 
granted  the  Commission  by  section  3  of 
the  Intercoastal  Shipping  Act,  1933. 

Therefore,  It  is  ordered.  That  pursuant 
to  sections  16,  First,  18(a) ,  and  22  of  the 
Shipping  Act,  1916,  and  sections  3  and  4 
of  the  Intercoastal  Shipping  Act,  1933  an 


investigation  is  hereby  instituted  into  the 
lawfulness  of  the  tariff  matter  listed  at 
Appendix  A  for  the  purpose  of  making 
such  findings  as  the  facts  and  circum¬ 
stances  warrant.  In  the  event  the  tariff 
matter  is  further  changed,  amended,  or 
reissued,  such  changes  are  hereby  or¬ 
dered  to  be  included  in  this  investiga¬ 
tion; 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  pursuant 
to  section  3  of  the  Intercoastal  Shipping 
Act,  1933,  the  rate  increases  referenced 
by  symbol  on  revised  tariff  pages  identi¬ 
fied  at  Appendix  A  are  hereby  suspended 
and  the  use  thereof  deferred  to  and  in¬ 
cluding,  September  16, 1976  unless  other¬ 
wise  ordered  by  the  Commission; 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  there  shall 
be  filed  immediately  by  Trailer  Marine 
Transport  Corporation  a  consecutively 
numbered  supplement  to  the  aforemen¬ 
tioned  tariff  matter,  which  supplement 
shall  bear  no  effective  date,  shall  repro¬ 
duce  this  Order  in  its  entirety,  and  shall 
state  that  the  aforesaid  matter  is  sus¬ 
pended  and  may  not  be  used  until  Sep¬ 
tember  17,  1976  and  that  the  suspended 
matter  may  not  be  changed  until  this 
proceeding  has  been  disposed  of  or  until 
the  period  of  suspension  has  expired,  and 
that  the  rates,  fares,  charges,  classifica¬ 
tions,  rules,  regulations  or  practices  in 
effect  prior  to  the  date  of  this  Order  and 
which  were  to  be  changed  by  the  sus¬ 
pended  tariff  matter,  or  part  or  parts 
thereof,  shall  remain  in  effect  during  the 
period  of  suspension,  unless  otherwise 
ordered  by  the  Commission; 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  as  part  of 
this  investigation  a  determination  shall 
be  made  as  to  whether  Trailer  Marine 
Transport  Corporation’s  proposed  in¬ 
crease  in  rates  is  unlawful  pursuant  to 
Section  16,  First  of  the  Shipping  Act, 
1916,  and/or  unjust  and  unreasonable 
pursuant  to  section  18(a)  of  the  Ship¬ 
ping  Act,  1916  and  sections  3  and  4  of 
the  Intercoastal  Shipping  Act,  1933; 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  copies  of 
this  Order  shall  be  filed  with  the  appro¬ 
priate  tariff  schedules  in  the  Bureau  of 
Compliance  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission; 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  Trailer 
Marine  Transport  Corporation  be  named 
as  Respondent  in  this  proceeding  and 
that  Transconex,  Inc.,  Econocaribe  Con¬ 
solidators,  Inc.,  and  Twin  Express,  Inc. 
be  named  as  Complainants; 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  be  assigned  for  public  hearing 
before  an  Administrative  Law  Judge  of 
the  Commission’s  Office  of  Administra¬ 
tive  Law  Judges  and  that  the  hearings  be 
held  at  a  date  and  place  to  be  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  Presiding  Administra¬ 
tive  Law  Judge,  but  in  any  event,  the 
hearing  shall  commence  no  later  than 
September  14, 1976. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  (1)  a  copy 
of  this  Order  be  served  upon  respondent, 
complainants,  and  upon  this  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Bureau  of  Hearing  Counsel,  and 
published  in  the  Federal  Register,  and 
(II)  the  respondent,  complainants  and 
Hearing  Counsel  be  duly  served  with  no¬ 
tice  of  time  and  place  of  hearing  (s) ; 


All  persons  (including  individuals, 
corporations,  associations,  firms,  part¬ 
nerships,  and  public  bodies)  having  an 
interest  in  this  proceeding  and  desiring 
to  intervene  therein,  should  notify  the 
Secretary  of  the  Commission  promptly 
and  file  petitions  for  leave  to  intervene 
in  accordance  with  Rule  5(1)  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure  (46  CFR  502.72)  with  a  copy  to 
all  parties  to  this  proceeding. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal!  Francis  C.  Hurney, 

Secretary. 

Appendix  A 
[FMC-P  NO.  2] 

TRAILER  MARINE  TRANSPORT  CORPORATION 

Fifth  Revised  Page  14. 

Second  Revised  Page  IS. 

Third  Revised  Page  90. 

Third  Revised  Page  97. 

Second  Revised  Page  98. 

First  Revised  Page  122. 

Second  Revised  Page  124. 

Second  Revised  Page  140. 

(FR  Doc.76-14747  Filed  5-19-76;8:45  ami 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

NATIONAL  GAS  SURVEY  SUPPLY— TECH¬ 
NICAL  ADVISORY  TASK  FORCE— SYN¬ 
THESIZED  GASEOUS  HYDROCARBON 

FUELS 

Meeting 

Conference  Room  3401,*  Union  Center 
Plaza  Building,  941  North  Capitol  Street, 
NE„  Washington,  D.C.  20426. 

June  24, 1976,9:30  A.M. 

Presiding:  Mr.  William  J.  McCabe, 
FTC  Coordinating  Representative  and 
Secretary,  National  Gas  Survey. 

1.  Call  to  Order  and  Introductory  Re¬ 
marks — Mr.  William  J.  McCabe. 

2.  Remarks  by  Chairman  and  Vice 
Chairman — Dr.  Alan  G.  Fletcher,  Mr. 
Charles  W.  Margolf. 

3.  Report  of  Economic  Analysis  Study 
Group — Dr.  James  Harris. 

4.  Subgroup  Working  Sessions — Sub¬ 
group  I:  (a)  Review  of  Data  Relating  to 
required  plant  investment  and  operating 
expenses,  (b)  Discussion  of  Economic 
Analysis  in  each  area. 

Subgroup  H:  (a)  Review  of  Circulated 
Draft  Reports,  (b)  Determination  of 
Format  of  Environmental  and  Siting 
Sections  of  Report. 

5.  Task  Force  Discussion  Regarding 
Final  Meeting. 

6.  Confirmation  of  Next  Meeting  Date, 
(NGS-6)  August  5,  1976. 

7.  Other  Business. 

8.  Adjournment — Mr.  William  J.  Mc¬ 
Cabe. 

This  meeting  is  open  to  the  public. 
Any  interested  person  may  attend,  ap¬ 
pear  before,  or  file  statements  with  the 
Committee — which  statements.  If  In 
written  form,  may  be  filed  before  or  after 
the  meeting,  or  if  oral,  at  the  time  and 


1  North  Building. 
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In  the  manner  permitted  by  the  Com¬ 
mittee. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76  14742  Filed  6-19-76;8:49  am] 

GENERAL  SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

[Temporary  Regulation  F-387] 

FEDERAL  PROPERTY  MANAGEMENT 
REGULATIONS 

Delegation  of  Authority 

1.  Purpose.  This  regulation  delegates 
authority  to  the  Secretary  of  Defense  to 
represent,  in  conjunction  with  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  General  Services,  the  con¬ 
sumer  interests  of  the  executive  agencies 
of  the  Federal  Government  in  proceed¬ 
ings  before  the  Virginia  State  Corpora¬ 
tion  Commission  involving  intrastate 
telephone  rates. 

2.  Effective  date.  This  regulation  is  ef¬ 
fective  immediately. 

3.  Delegation. 

a.  Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested  in 
me  by  the  Federal  Property  and  Admin¬ 
istrative  Services  Act  of  1949,  3  Stat. 
377,  as  amended,  particularly  sections 
201(a)(4)  and  205(d)  (40  U.S.C.  481  (a) 
(4)  and  486(d)),  authority  is  delegated 
to  the  Secretary  of  Defense  to  represent 
the  consumer  interests  of  the  Federal 
executive  agencies  before  the  Virginia 
State  Corporation  Commission  in  a  pro¬ 
ceeding  involving  the  application  of  the 
Chesapeake  and  Potomac  Telephone 
Company  for  increases  in  its  intrastate 
rates  and  charges.  The  authority  dele¬ 
gated  to  the  Secretary  of  Defense  shall 
be  exercised  concurrently  with  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  General  Services. 

b.  The  Secretary  of  Defense  may  re¬ 
delegate  this  authority  to  any  officer, 
official,  or  employee  of  the  Department 
of  Defense. 

c.  This  authority  shall  be  exercised  in 
accordance  with  the  policies,  procedures, 
and  controls  prescribed  by  the  General 
Services  Administration,  and  shall  be  ex¬ 
ercised  in  cooperation  with  the  respon¬ 
sible  officers,  officials,  and  employees 
thereof. 

Jack  Eckerd, 
Administrator  of 
General  Services. 

May  14, 1976. 

[FR  Doc.76-14837  Filed  6-19-76; 8: 45  am] 


NATIONAL  AERONAUTICS  AND 
SPACE  ADMINISTRATION 

[Notice  76-44] 

NORFOLK  CORP. 

Intent  To  Grant  Foreign  Exclusive 
Patent  License 

In  accordance  with  the  NASA  Foreign 
Licensing  Regulations,  14  CF’Jt.  1245.405 
(e) ,  the  National  Aeronautics  and  Space 
Administration  announces  its  intention 
to  grant  to  the  Norfolk  Corporation, 
Quincy,  Massachusetts,  an  exclusive  pat¬ 
ent  license  in  France,  Great  Britain, 
Italy  and  West  Germany  for  the  NASA 


owned  invention  covered  by  the  foreign 
counterparts  of  U.S.  Patent  No.  3,620,784 
for  “Potassium  Silicate  Zinc  Coatings’’ 
issued  to  NASA  on  November  16,  1971. 
Copies  of  the  above  U.S.  Patent  can  be 
purchased  from  the  U.S.  Patent  Office, 
Arlington,  Virginia,  at  a  cost  of  $.50  a 
copy.  Interested  parties  should  submit 
written  inquiries  or  comments  within  CO 
days  to  the  Assistant  General  Counsel 
for  Patent  Matters,  Code  GP,  National 
Aeronautics  and  Space  Administration, 
Washington,  D.C.  205 16. 

Dated :  May  14, 1976. 

Gerald  J.  Mossinghoff, 
Acting  General  Counsel. 

[FR  Doc.76-14714  Filed  5-19-76; 8: 45  am) 

NATIONAL  COMMISSION  ON 
ELECTRONIC  FUND  TRANSFERS 

MEETINGS 

Amended  Notice 

The  meeting  of  the  National  Commis¬ 
sion  on  Electronic  Fund  Transfers  sched¬ 
uled  for  Thursday,  May  27,  1976,  will  not 
be  held. 

The  Commission  will  conduct  a  brief 
workshop  on  Tuesday,  June  15,  1976,  to 
consider  telecommunications  equipment 
applicable  to  electronic  funds  transfer. 

The  workshop  will  begin  at  10:00  a  m. 
and  will  be  conducted  in  Washington, 
D.C.  The  exact  location  has  not  yet  been 
determined:  when  it  is,  a  notice  specify¬ 
ing  the  location  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register.  Hie  workshop  will  be 
open  to  public  observation  on  a  first  cal) 
basis  to  the  extent  that  limited  space 
permits. 

Any  person  interested  in  observing  the 
workshop  should  first  call  Ms.  Janet 
Miller  at  (202)  254-7400  to  check  on  the 
availability  of  space. 

Dated :  May  15, 1976. 

James  O.  Howard,  Jr., 
Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.76-14671  Filed  5-19-76;8:45  am] 


NATIONAL  COMMISSION  ON  NEW 
TECHNOLOGICAL  USES  OF  COPY¬ 
RIGHTED  WORKS 
NOTICE  OF  MEETING  AND  HEARINGS 

A  meeting  of  the  National  Commission 
on  New  Technological  Uses  of  Copy¬ 
righted  Works  will  be  held  at  9:30  a.m. 
on  June  9  and  10,  1976,  at  the  offices  of 
the  Commission,  located  in  Room  910, 
Crystal  Mall  No.  2,  1921  Jefferson  Davis 
Highway,  Arlington,  Virginia.  The  pro¬ 
ceedings  on  June  9  will  be  devoted  to 
the  presentation  of  testimony  for  the 
purpose  of  obtaining  information  con¬ 
cerning  the  applicability  and  scope  of 
copyright  protection  for  computer  soft¬ 
ware.  The  Commission  will  direct  its  at¬ 
tention  on  June  10  to  issues  concerning 
the  use  of  computers  in  relation  to  the 
communication  and  dissemination  of 
copyrighted  works. 

All  Interested  member  of  the  public, 
Including  but  not  limited  to  manufac¬ 


turers,  developers  and  investors  involved 
in  the  creation  of  computer  software  and 
users  of  computer  software,  are  invited 
to  attend.  In  addition,  all  members  of 
the  public,  including  representatives  of 
groups  concerned  with  copyright  protec¬ 
tion  for  computer  software,  are  invited 
to  submit  requests  to  present  testimony 
for  consideration  at  these  hearings.  Such 
requests  should  be  accompanied  by  brief 
written  statements  identifying  the  in¬ 
dividual  or  group  requesting  to  testify, 
the  interests  of  that  individual  or  group 
in  the  issue  of  copyright  protection  for 
computer  software,  and  the  evidence 
desired  to  be  given.  All  such  requests 
should  be  addressed  to  Michael  S.  Kep- 
linger,  Senior  Attorney,  National  Com¬ 
mission  on  New  Technological  Uses  of 
Copyrighted  Works,  Washington,  D.C. 
20558,  and  must  be  received  prior  to 
May  30,  1976. 

Arthur  J.  Levine, 
Executive  Director. 

|FR  Doc.76-14698  Filed  6-19-76:8:45  ami 

NATIONAL  LABOR  RELATIONS 
BOARD 

TABLE  OF  APPEALS  CASES 
Notice  of  Nonpublication 

Notice  is  hereby  given  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  Section  (a)  (2)  of  the  Free¬ 
dom  of  Information  Act  (5  U.S.C.  Sec¬ 
tion  552(a)  (2) )  that  the  General  Coun¬ 
sel  of  the  National  Labor  Relations 
Board  has  determined  that  it  is  unnec¬ 
essary  and  impracticable  to  publish  and 
distribute  for  sale  copies  of  the  publica¬ 
tion  entitled  “Table  of  Appeals  Cases  in 
Which  the  General  Counsel  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Labor  Relations  Board  Refused 
to  Issue  Complaint  on  ULP  Charges  Be¬ 
cause  of  Insufficient  Evidence.”  This 
publication  is  an  index  of  cases  in  which 
the  General  Counsel,  through  the  Office 
of  Appeals,  has  decided  not  to  issue 
complaint  based  upon  a  determination 
that  the  evidence  established  by  the  in¬ 
vestigation  “was  insufficient  to  substan¬ 
tiate  the  charge.”  (Section  101.5,  NLRB 
Statements  of  Procedure)  Cases  in 
which  the  decision  by  the  Office  of  Ap¬ 
peals,  or  the  Division  of  Advice,  Office 
of  the  General  Counsel,  not  to  issue 
complaint  was  based  upon  a  determina¬ 
tion  that  “there  has  been  no  violation 
of  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act” 
(Section  101.5,  NLRB  Statements  of 
Procedure)  are  indexed  in  the  publica¬ 
tion  entitled  “Classified  Index  to  Dispo¬ 
sitions  of  ULP  Charges  by  the  General 
Counsel  of  the  National  Labor  Relations 
Board.”  That  classified  index  will  be 
published  and  made  available  for  pur¬ 
chase  upon  subscription  from  the  Su¬ 
perintendent  of  Documents,  Govern¬ 
ment  Printing  Office,  in  accordance  with 
the  requirements  of  5  U.S.C.  Section  552 
(a)(2). 

The  basis  for  the  conclusion  that  pub¬ 
lication  of  the  above  described  “Table 
of  Appeals  Cases”  is  unnecessary  and  im¬ 
practicable  is  that  the  refusal  to  issue 
complaint  because  a  charge  is  not  sup¬ 
ported  by  sufficient  evidence  provides  lit¬ 
tle  or  no  information  concerning  the  ac- 
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tion  which  might  be  taken  by  the  Gen¬ 
eral  Counsel  were  the  allegations  of  the 
charge  supported  by  evidence,  and  pro¬ 
vides  little  guidance  to  parties  and  the 
public  concerning  the  probable  disposi¬ 
tion  of  other  charges.  In  these  circum¬ 
stances,  the  public  interest  would  not  be 
served  by  expending  public  funds  to  print 
and  distribute  that  table. 

Notwithstanding  the  determination 
not  to  publish  and  distribute  copies  of 
the  “.Table  of  Appeals  Cases”,  that  table 
will  be  compiled  on  a  quarterly  basis  ahd 
will  be  available  for  inpection  and  copy¬ 
ing  at  any  of  the  Regional  Offices  of  the 
National  Labor  Relations  Board,  or  in 
the  public  reading  room  of  the  National 
Labor  Relations  Board,  1717  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20570.  Copies  of  the  “Table  of  Appeals 
Cases”  will  be  available  to  any  member 
of  the  public  upon  a  payment  of  direct 
duplication  cost. 

Dated:  May  13, 1976. 

John  S.  Irving,  * 
General  Counsel,  National 
Labor  Relations  Board. 

[TO  Doc.76-14653  Filed  6-19-76;8:46  am] 


NATIONAL  SCIENCE  FOUNDATION 

ADVISORY  PANEL  FOR  NEUROBIOLOGY 
Meeting 

In  accordance  with  the  Federal  Advi¬ 
sory  Committee  Act,  Pub.  L.  92-463,  the 
National  Science  Foundation  announces 
the  following  meeting: 

Name:  Advisory  Panel  for  Neurobiology. 

Date  and  time:  June  7  and  8,  1976 — 9:00  a.m. 
each  day. 

Plaoe:  Room  338,  National  Science  Founda¬ 
tion.  1800  O  Street.  N.W.,  Washington,  D  C. 

Type  of  meeting :  Closed. 

Contact  person:  Dr.  James  H.  Brown,  Pro¬ 
gram  Director,  Neurobiology  Program,  Rm. 
333,  National  Science  Foundation,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20560,  telephone  (202)  634- 
4036. 

Purpose  of  panel:  To  provide  advice  and  rec¬ 
ommendations  concerning  support  for  re¬ 
search  In  neurobiology. 

Agenda:  To  review  and  evaluate  research  pro¬ 
posals  and  projects  as  part  of  the  selection 
process  for  awards. 

Reason  for  closing:  The  proposals  and  proj¬ 
ects  being  reviewed  include  Information 
of  a  proprietary  or  confidential  nature,  in¬ 
cluding  technical  information;  financial 
data,  such  as  salaries;  and  personal  Infor¬ 
mation  concerning  individuals  associated 
with  the  proposals  and  projects.  These 
matters  are  within  exemptions  (4)  and 
(6)  of  6  U.S.C.  622(b),  Freedom  of  Infor¬ 
mation  Act.  The  rendering  of  advice  by  the 
panel  Is  considered  to  be  a  part  of  the 
Foundation’s  deliberative  process  and  is 
thus  subject  to  exemption  (6)  of  the  Act. 

Authority  to  close  meeting:  This  determina¬ 
tion  was  made  by  the  Committee  Manage¬ 
ment  Officer  pursuant  to  provisions  of  Sec¬ 
tion  10(d)  of  P.L.  92-463.  The  Committee 
Management  Officer  was  delegated  the  au¬ 
thority  to  make  determinations  by  the  Di¬ 
rector,  NSF,  on  February  11, 1976 

Dated:  May  14, 1976. 

M.  Rebecca  Winkler, 

Acting  Committee 
Management  O Ulcer. 
[PR  Doc .76-14537  Filed  5-19-76:8:46  am| 


FEDERAL 


NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  50-4711 

BOSTON  EDISQN  CO.,  ET  AL.  (PILGRIM 
NUCLEAR  GENERATING  STATION.  UNIT 
NO.  2) 

Hearing  Order 

It  is  ordered  that  hearing  herein  will 
be  resumed  on  May  24.  1976,  at  1  p.m.  in 
the  Blue  Room,  Memorial  Hall,  83  Court 
Street,  Plymouth,  Massachusetts. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  13th 
day  of  May,  1976. 

The  Atomic  Safety  and 
Licensing  Board, 
Frederic  J.  Cottfal, 

Chairman. 

[FR  Doc.76-14730  Filed  5-19-76:8:45  am] 


|  Docket  No.  STN  50-532 1 

C  F  BRAUN  &  CO.  ET  AL 

Safety  Evaluation  Report  and  Preliminary 
Design  Approval  Issuance 

In  the  matter  of  Braun  Safety  analy¬ 
sis  report  for  Braun  SAR  turbine  island 
standard  design  and  Its  relationship  to 
the  Gessar-238  nuclear  Island  design. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  staff  of 
the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 
(the  NRC  staff)  has  Issued  a  Safety 
Evaluation  Report  dated  May  1976  and 
a  Preliminary  Design  Approval  to  PDA-5 
dated  May  7,  1976,  for  the  turbine  island 
portion  of  a  BWR-6/Mark  III  boiling 
water  reactor  nuclear  power  plant,  as 
described  in  the  C  F  Braun  &  Co's  Stand¬ 
ard  Safety  Analysis  Report  (BRAUN 
SAR) .  BRAUN  SAR,  which  was  docketed 
on  December  21,  1974,  was  reviewed  by 
the  NRC  staff  pursuant  to  Appendix  O 
to  10  CFR  Part  50.  Notice  of  receipt  of 
BRAUN  SAR  was  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  on  January  9,  1975  (40 
FR  1762). 

BRAUN  SAR  contains  preliminary  de¬ 
sign  Information  for  the  turbine  island 
portion  of  a  standard  plant  utilizing  a 
General  Electric  BWR-6/Mark  m  boil¬ 
ing  water  reactor  nuclear  power  plant. 
The  turbine  island  is  designed  to  comple¬ 
ment  the  nuclear  Island  standard  de¬ 
sign  described  In  the  General  Electric 
Standard  Safety  Analysis  Report 
(OESSAR-238) ,  Docket  No.  STN  50-447. 

The  BRAUN  SAR  turbine  island  design 
encompasses  conventional  steam-electric 
power  conversion  equipment,  a  portion  of 
the  offsite  power  supply  system,  and  the 
following  items  important  to  safety: 
instrumentation  sensor  Inputs  into  the 
nuclear  island  reactor  protection  system 
and  the  engineered  safety  features  sys¬ 
tems;  structures  housing  the  gaseous 
radwaste  treatment  system:  and  related 
systems  and  structures.  The  BRAUN 
SAR  reference  design  is  designed  to  con¬ 
vert  the  rated  thermal  power  of  3579 
megawatts  received  from  the  nuclear  is¬ 
land  to  an  electrical  power  level  of  1220 
megawatts  nominal  net. 

The  Safety  Evaluation  Report  docu¬ 
ments  the  results  of  the  staff’s  review 
and  evaluation  of  BRAUN  SAR,  includ¬ 
ing  Amendments  1  through  8  thereto, 


and  addresses  the  comments  of  the  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  on  Reactor  Safeguards 
as  reflected  in  its  report  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion  dated  December  10,  1975  (Appendix 
C  of  the  Safety  Evaluation  Report). 

PDA-5  provides  NRC  staff  approval  of 
the  preliminary  turbine  island  design  de¬ 
scribed  in  BRAUN  SAR,  including 
Amendments  1  through  8  thereto.  By  the 
issuance  of  PDA-5,  the  NRC  staff  has 
determined  that  the  Information  pro¬ 
vided  in  BRAUN  SAR  on  the  major  por¬ 
tion  of  the  preliminary  turbine  island 
design,  as  described  above,  and  subject 
.to  conditions  set  forth  in  the  PDA.  Is 
acceptable  for  referencing  in  utility  ap¬ 
plications  for  construction  permits.  The 
BRAUN  SAR  turbine  island  design  shall 
be  utilized  by  and  relied  upon  by  the 
NRC  staff  and  the  Advisory  Committee 
on  Reactor  Safeguards  in  their  review  of 
facility  license  applications  for  con¬ 
struction  permits  incorporating  by 
reference  the  BRAUN  SAR  turbine  is¬ 
land  preliminary  standard  design,  unless 
there  exists  significant  new  Information 
which  substantially  affects  the  determi¬ 
nations  in  PDA-5  or  other  good  cause. 

Issuance  of  PDA-5  and  the  staff’s 
Safety  Evaluation  Report  does  not  con¬ 
stitute  a  commitment  to  issue  a  permit 
or  license,  or  in  any  way  affect  the  au¬ 
thority  of  the  Commission,  Atomic 
Safety  and  Licensing  Appeal  Board, 
Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing  Boards,  and 
other  presiding  officers  in  any  proceeding 
under  Subpart  G  of  10  CFR  Part  2.  This 
action  only  approves,  subject  to  the  con¬ 
ditions  set  forth  in  PDA-5,  the  design  of 
a  facility  for  use  for  reference  purposes 
In  applications  for  permits  to  construct, 
a  nuclear  power  plant.  It  does  not  au¬ 
thorize  the  construction  or  operation  of 
any  nuclear  power  plant  or  any  other 
facility.  The  environmental  Impacts  as¬ 
sociated  with  any  facility  proposed  to  be 
constructed  utilizing  the  approved  refer¬ 
ence  design  will  be  considered  In  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  Commission's  regulations 
in  10  CFR  Part  51. 

PDA-5  Is  effective  as  of  its  date  of 
issuance  and  shall  expire  December  22. 
1978,  unless  earlier  superseded  by  is¬ 
suance  of  an  appropriate  Final  Design 
Approval  for  the  BRAUN  SAR  turbine 
Island  standard  design,  or  unless  ex¬ 
tended  by  the  NRG  staff.  The  expiration 
of  PDA-5  on  December  22, 1978,  shall  not 
affect  use  of  PDA-5  for  reference  In  anv 
construction  permit  application  docketed 
prior  to  such  date. 

A  copy  of  the  (1)  Preliminary  Design 
Approval  No.  PDA-5  dated  May  7,  1976; 
(2)  Advisory  Committee  on  Reactor 
Safeguards’  report  dated  December  10, 
1975;  (3)  the  NRC  staff’s  Safety  Evalua¬ 
tion  Report,  NUREO — 0012,  dated  May 
1976:  (4)  C  F  Braun  &  Co  Standards 
Safety  Analysis  Report,  including 
Amendments  1  through  8  thereto:  and 
(5)  WASH-1341,  the  Commission’s  “Pro¬ 
grammatic  Information  for  the  Licensing 
of  Standardized  Nuclear  Power  Plants.” 
dated  August  1974,  which  also  includes 
the  Standardization  Policy  Issued  on 
March  5,  1973,  are  available  for  publio 
Inspection  at  the  Commission’s  Publio 
Document  Room  at  1717  H  Street,  N.W . 
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Washington,  D.C.  20555.  A  copy  of  PDA-5 
may  be  obtained  upon  request.  The  re¬ 
quest  should  be  addressed  to  the  UJS. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20555.  Attention:  Director, 
Division  of  Project  Management  Copies 
of  the  Safety  Evaluation  Report, 
NUREG-0012,  may  be  purchased  at  cur¬ 
rent  rates  from  the  National  Technical 
Information  Service,  Springfield  Virginia 
22161. 


Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  7th 
day  of  May  1976. 


For  The  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 


Thomas  H.  Cox, 
Acting  Chief,  Light  Water 
Reactors  Branch  No.  1,  Di¬ 
vision  of  Project  Manage¬ 
ment. 


[PR  Doc.76-14731  Piled  5-19-76;8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  60-440  and  50-441} 

CLEVELAND  ELECTRIC  ILLUMINATING  CO. 

AND  PERRY  NUCLEAR  POWER  PLANT, 

UNITS  1  AND  2 

Issuance  of  Revision  to  Limited  Work 
Authorization 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  10  CFR 
50.10(e)  of  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission’s  (Commission)  regulations,  the 
Commission  has  authorized  the  Cleve¬ 
land  Electric  Illuminating  Company  to 
conduct  certain  site  activities  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  Perry  Nuclear  Power 
Plant,  Units  1  and  2,  prior  to  a  decision 
regarding  the  issuance  of  construction 
permits.  Notices  of  the  Limited  Work 
Authorizations  were  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  October  29, 1974  (39 
FJt.  38125),  and  January  9,  1976  (41 
F.R.  1655). 

Since  that  time,  the  Atomic  Safety 
and  Licensing  Board  has  determined  that 
additional  activities  may  be  authorized 
under  the  Limited  Work  Authorization. 
The  additional  activities  that  are  au¬ 
thorized  are  within  the  scope  of  those 
authorized  by  10  CFR  50.10(e)  (3)  and 
include  placement  and  assemblage  on  the 
Reactor  Building  Mud  Mat  of  reinforcing 
steel,  temporary  structures  for  the  sup¬ 
port  of  reinforcing  steel  and  embed¬ 
ments,  and  the  steel  plate  embedments 
for  founding  the  structures  within  the 
Reactor  Building. 

Any  activities  undertaken  pursuant  to 
this  authorization  are  entirely  at  the  risk 
of  the  Cleveland  Electric  Illuminating 
Company  and  the  grant  of  the  authoriza¬ 
tion  has  no  bearing  on  the  issuance  of 
construction  permits  with  respect  to  the 
requirements  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act 
of  1954,  as  amended,  and  rules,  regula¬ 
tions,  or  orders  of  the  Commission  pro¬ 
mulgated  pursuant  thereto. 

A  Supplemental  Partial  Initial  Deci¬ 
sion  on  matters  relating  to  the  Na¬ 
tional  Environmental  Policy  Act  and  site 
suitability  and  unresolved  safety  issues 
was  issued  by  the  Atomic  Safety  and  Li¬ 
censing  Board  in  the  above  captioned 
proceeding  on  May  10,  1976.  A  copy  of 
Cl)  the  Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing 


Board’s  Orders  of  October  20,  1974,  De¬ 
cember  31,  1975,  and  May  10,  1976;  (2) 
the  applicant’s  Preliminary  Safety  Anal¬ 
ysis  Report  and  amendments  thereto: 
(3)  the  applicant’s  Environmental  Re¬ 
port  and  amendments  thereto:  (4)  the 
staff’s  Final  Environmental  Statement 
dated  April  1974:  and  (5)  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  letters  of  authorization  dated 
October  21,  1974,  December  31,  1975,  and 
May  12,  1976,  are  available  for  public 
inspection  at  the  Commission’s  Public 
Document  Room  at  1717  H  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.,  and  the  Perry  Public 
Library,  3753  Main  Street,  Perry,  Ohio. 


Dated  at  Rockville,  Maryland,  this 
12th  day  of  May  1976. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Wm.  H.  Regan,  Jr., 
Chief,  Environmental  Projects 
Branch  3,  Division  of  Site 
Safety  and  Environmental 
Analysis. 


I FR  Doc.76-14732  Filed  6-19-76:8:45  am] 


|  Docket  Nos.  60-237  and  60-249] 

COMMONWEALTH  EDISON  CO. 

Issuance  of  Amendments  to  Facility 
Operating  Licenses 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  U.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission  (the 
Commission)  has  Issued  Amendment 
Nos.  16  and  14  to  Facility  Operating  Li¬ 
cense  Nos.  DPR-19  and  DPR-25,  respec¬ 
tively,  Issued  to  the  Commonwealth 
Edison  Company  (the  licensee) ,  which 
revised  Technical  Specifications  for  op¬ 
eration  of  the  Dresden  Nuclear  Power 
Station  Units  2  and  3  (the  facilities)  lo¬ 
cated  in  Grundy  County,  Illinois.  The 
amendments  are  effective  as  of  their 
date  of  issuance. 

The  amendments  incorporate  in¬ 
creased  surveillance  requirements  in  the 
Technical  Specifications  to  provide  ad¬ 
ditional  assurance  that  high  energy  line 
failures  outside  of  containment  will  not 
occur  during  the  short  period  of  time 
the  facilities  will  be  operated  prior  to 
completing  certain  modifications  to  as¬ 
sure  that  the  facilities  can  withstand 
the  consequences  of  postulated  ruptures 
in  high  energy  piping  outside  of  con¬ 
tainment 

The  application  for  the  amendments 
complies  with  the  standards  and  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of 
1954,  as  amended  (the  Act),  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations.  The 
Commission  has  made  appropriate  find¬ 
ings  as  required  by  the  Act  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10 
CFR  Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in 
the  license  amendments.  Notice  of  the 
Proposed  Issuance  of  Amendments  to 
Facility  Operating  Licenses  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  this  action  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  October  30, 
1974  (39  FR  38275).  No  request  for  a 
hearing  or  petition  for  leave  to  inter¬ 
vene  was  filed  following  notice  of  the 
proposed  action. 


The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  issuance  of  these  amendments  will 
not  result  in  any  significant  environ¬ 
mental  Impact  and  that  pursuant  to  10 
CFR  { 51.5(d)  (4)  an  environmental 
statement,  negative  declaration  or  en¬ 
vironmental  Impact  appraisal  need  not  be 
prepared  in  connection  with  issuance  of 
the  amendments. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  application  for  amend¬ 
ments  dated  December  3,  1974  and  re¬ 
lated  items  dated  January  23,  1974, 
March  22,  1974,  February  18,  1975,  Sep¬ 
tember  16, 1975  and  October  21,  1975,  (2) 
Amendment  No.  16  to  License  No.  DPRr- 
19,  (3)  Amendment  No.  14  to  License  No. 
DPR-25,  and  (4)  the  Commission’s  con¬ 
currently  issued  related  Safety  Evalua¬ 
tion.  All  of  these  items  are  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  Commission’s 
Public  Document  Room,  1717  H  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  and  at  the  Mor¬ 
ris  Public  Library,  604  Liberty  Street, 
Morris,  Illinois  60451. 

A  single  copy  of  items  (2),  (3)  and  (4) 
above  may  be  obtained  upon  request  ad¬ 
dressed  to  the  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20555,  At¬ 
tention:  Director,  Division  of  Operating 
Reactors. 


Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland  this  12th 
day  of  May,  1976. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis 
sion. 


Dennis  L.  Ziemann, 
Chief,  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  #2,  Division  of  Oper¬ 
ating  Reactors. 


[FR  Doc.76-14733  Filed  6-19-76:8:45  ami 


[Docket  Nos.  60-295  and  50-304] 

COMMONWEALTH  EDISON  CO. 

Issuance  of  Amendments  to  Facility 
Operating  Licenses 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  U.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission  (the 
Commission)  has  Issued  Amendments  No. 
20  and  17  to  Facility  Operating  Licenses 
No.  DPRr-39  and  DPR-48  Issued  to  Com¬ 
monwealth  Edison  Company  which  re¬ 
vised  Technical  Specifications  for  oper¬ 
ation  of  the  Zion  Station,  Units  1  and  2, 
located  in  Zion.  Illinois.  The  amendments 
are  effective  upon  startup  of  Unit  1  fol¬ 
lowing  refueling  or  seven  days  after  the 
date  of  issuance,  whichever  is  sooner. 

These  amendments  (1)  revise  the  op¬ 
erating  limits  in  the  Technical  Specifi¬ 
cations  based  upon  an  acceptable  evalu¬ 
ation  model  that  conforms  to  the  require¬ 
ments  of  10  CFR  50.46,  (2)  terminate 
restrictions  imposed  on  the  facility  by  the 
Commission’s  December  27,  1974  Order 
for  Modification  of  Licenses,  and  (3)  re¬ 
vise  operating  limits  in  the  Technical 
Specifications  for  operation  of  Zion  Unit 
1  in  fuel  cycle  2. 

The  application  for  the  amendments 
complies  with  the  standards  and  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954, 
as  amended  (the  Act),  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations.  Hie  Com¬ 
mission  has  made  appropriate  findings  as 
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required  by  the  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
rules  and  regulations  in  10  CFR  Chapter 
I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the  license 
amendments.  Notice  of  Proposed  Issuance 
of  Amendments  to  Facility  Operating 
Licenses  in  connection  with  those  por¬ 
tions  of  this  aetion  relating  to  compli¬ 
ance  with  10  CFR  50.46  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  May  22,  1975 
(40  FR  22320) .  Prior  public  notice  of  the 
portions  of  the  amendments  relating  to 
revised  limits  for  Zion  Unit  1  in  fuel  cycle 
2  is  not  required  since  those  amendments 
do  not  involve  a  significant  hazards  con¬ 
sideration. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  issuance  of  these  amendments  will 
not  result  in  any  significant  environ¬ 
mental  impact  and  that  pursuant  to  10 
CFR  51.5(d)  (4)  an  environmental  state¬ 
ment,  negative  declaration  or  environ¬ 
mental  impact  appraisal  need  not  be  pre¬ 
pared  in  connection  with  issuance  of 
these  amendments. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  applications  for 
amendments  dated  September  3  and  6, 
1974  and  March  16,  1976,  as  supple¬ 
mented  December  9,  1974,  April  18,  21, 
July  9,  August  18,  September  16,  October 
6,  November  17, 1975,  January  5,  April  15, 
19,  21.  30,  May  4,  and  5,  1976;  (2) 
Amendments  No.  20  and  17  to  Licenses 
No.  DPR-39  and  DPR-48;  and  (3)  the 
Commission’s  related  Safety  Evaluation. 
All  of  these  items  are  available  for  pub¬ 
lic  inspection  at  the  Commission’s  Pub¬ 
lic  Document  Room,  1717  H  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.,  and  at  the  Waukegan 
Public  Library,  128  North  County  Street, 
Waukegan,  Illinois  60685. 

A  copy  of  items  (2)  and  (3)  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  upon  request  addressed  to  the 
*U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Di¬ 
rector,  Division  of  Operating  Reactors. 


Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this 
12th  day  of  May  1976.  * 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis 
slon. 


Robert  A.  Purple, 
Chief,  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  # 1 ,  Division  of  Op¬ 
erating  Reactors. 


(FR  Doc.76-14734  Filed  5-19-76;8:48  am] 


INTERNATIONAL  ATOMIC  ENERGY 
AGENCY  DRAFT  SAFETY  GUIDE 

Availability  of  Draft  for  Public  Comment 

The  International  Atomic  Energy 
Agency  (IAEA)  is  developing  a  limited 
number  of  Internationally  acceptable 
codes  of  practice  and  safety  guides  for 
nuclear  power  plants.  These  codes  and 
guides  will  be  developed  in  the  following 
five  areas:  Government  Organization, 
Siting,  Design,  Operations,  and  Quality 
Assurance.  The  purpose  of  these  codes 
and  guides  is  to  provide  IAEA  guidance 
to  countries  beginning  nuclear  power 
programs. 

The  IAEA  Codes  of  Practice  and  Safety 
Guides  are  developed  in  the  following 
way.  The  IAEA  receives  and  collates 


relevant  existing  Information  used  by 
member  countries.  Using  this  collation 
as  a  starting  point,  an  IAEA  Working 
Group  of  a  few  experts  then  develops 
a  preliminary  draft  and  modifies  it  to 
the  extent  neoessary  to  develop  a  draft 
acceptable  to  the  IAEA  Technical  Re¬ 
view  Committee.  This  draft  Code  of 
Practice  or  Safety  Guide  is  then  sent  to 
the  IAEA  Senior  Advisory  Group,  which 
reviews  and  modifies  the  draft  as  neces¬ 
sary  to  reach  agreement  on  the  draft  and 
then  forwards  it  to  the  IAEA  Secretariat 
to  obtain  comments  from  the  member 
states. 

As  a  part  of  this  program,  IAEA  draft 
Safety  Guides.  SO-S3a,  “Meteorology — 
Climatology,  Diffusion  and  Transport,” 
and  SG-S3b,  “Meteorology — Extreme  Me¬ 
teorological  Conditions  in  Nuclear  Power 
Plant  Siting,”  have  been  developed,  and 
the  NRC  staff  is  soliciting  comments  on 
these  Guides  from  the  U.S.  public.  An 
IAEA  Working  Group,  consisting  of  Mr. 
J.  P.  Maigne  of  France,  Mr.  D.  Platthaus 
of  the  Federal  Republic  of  Germany,  Dr. 
V.  V.  Shirvaikar  of  India  and  Mr.  I. 
Splckler  (Dames  and  Moore)  of  the 
United  States  of  America  developed  the 
SG-S3a  draft  from  an  IAEA  collation 
during  a  meeting  that  was  held  in 
Vienna,  Austria  on  March  22-April  2, 
1976.  An  IAEA  Working  Group,  consist¬ 
ing  of  Mr.  W.  Hellmiss  of  the  Federal 
Republic  of  Germany,  Mr.  A.  Robson  of 
the  United  Kingdom  and  Mr.  B.  Zalcman 
(Dames  and  Moore)  of  the  United  States 
of  America  developed  the  SG-S3b  draft 
from  an  IAEA  collation  during  a  meeting 
that  was  held  in  Vienna,  Austria  on 
March  29-April  9,  1976. 

As  the  next  step  in  their  development, 
these  draft  Safety  Guides  are  scheduled 
to  be  reviewed  by  the  IAEA  Technical 
Review  Comittee  on  Siting  at  a  meeting 
in  Vienna,  Austria  on  June  14,  1976.  In 
order  to  have  them  in  time  for  the  June 
1976  meeting  of  the  Technical  Review 
Committee,  comments  on  these  draft 
Safety  Guides  are  requested  by  June  5, 
1976.  Single  copies  of  these  drafts  may 
be  obtained  by  a  written  request  to  the 
Director,  Office  of  Standards  Develop¬ 
ment,  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.  20555. 

(5  U.B.O.  622(a)) 

'  Dated  at  Rockville,  Maryland  this  13th 
day  of  May  1976. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Robert  B.  Minogue, 

Director, 

Office  of  Standards  Development. 

(FR  Doc  76-14736  Filed  5-19-76:8:46  am] 


(Docket  No.  60-889] 

METROPOLITAN  EDISON  CO.  ET  AL 

Issuance  of  Amendment  to  Facility 
Operating  License 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  U.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission  (the 
Commission)  has  issued  Amendment  No. 
16  to  Facility  Operating  License  No. 
DPR-50  Issued  to  Metropolitan  Edison 


Company,  Jersey  Central  Power  and 
Light  Company,  and  Pennsylvania  Elec¬ 
tric  Company  which  revised  Technical 
Specifications  for  operation  of  the  Three 
Mile  Island  Nuclear  Station,  Unit  No.  1, 
located  in  Dauphin  County,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania.  The  amendment  is  effective  as  of 
its  date  of  issuance. 

This  amendment  modifies  the  Techni¬ 
cal  Specifications  to  permit  the  use  of 
type  “C”  tests,  as  defined  in  10  CFR  50 
Appendix  J,  to  determine  the  leakage  of 
valves  served  by  the  Fluid  Block  System. 

The  application  for  the  amendment 
complies  with  the  standards  and  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of 
1954,  as  amended  (the  Act),  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations.  The 
Commission  has  made  appropriate  find¬ 
ings  as  required  by  the  Act  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10  CFR 
Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the  li¬ 
cense  amendment.  Prior  public  notice  of 
this  amendment  is  not  required  since  the 
amendment  does  not  Involve  a  significant 
hazards  consideration. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  issuance  of  this  amendment  will  not 
result  in  any  significant  environmental 
Impact  and  that  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
9  51.5(d)  (4)  an  environmental  state¬ 
ment,  negative  declaration  or  environ¬ 
mental  statement,  negative  declaration 
or  environmental  impact  appraisal  need 
not  be  prepared  in  connection  with  is¬ 
suance  of  this  amendment. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendment  dated  April  15,  1976,  (2) 
Amendment  No.  16  to  License  No.  DPR- 
50,  and  (3)  the  Commission’s  related 
Safety  Evaluation.  All  of  these  items  are 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Room. 
1717  H  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
and  at  the  Government  Publications  Sec¬ 
tion,  State  Library  of  Pennsylvania,  Box 
1601  (Education  Building),  Harrisburg, 
Pennsylvania. 

A  copy  of  items  (2)  and  (3)  may  be 
obtained  upon  request  addressed  to  the 
U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Di¬ 
rector,  Division  of  Operating  Reactors. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  12th 
day  of  May  1976. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Verkon  L.  Rooney, 
Acting  Chief,  Operating  Reac¬ 
tors  Branch  #4,  Division  of 
Operating  Reactofs. 

(FR  Doc  76-14736  Filed  6-19-76:8:46  am] 


(Docket  No.  60-298]  , 

NEBRASKA  PUBLIC  POWER  DISTRICT 
Issuance  of  Amendment  to  Facility  License 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  U.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission  (the 
Commission)  has  Issued  Amendment  No. 
22  to  Facility  Operating  License  No. 
DPRr-46,  issued  to  the  Nebraska  Public 
Power  District  (the  licensee),  which  re¬ 
vised  Technical  Specifications  for  opera- 
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tion  of  the  Cooper  Nuclear  Station  (the 
facility)  located  In  Nemaha  County,  Ne¬ 
braska.  The  amendment  is  effective  as  of 
its  date  of  issuance. 

This  amendment  revises  the  Environ¬ 
mental  portion  of  the  Technical  Specifi¬ 
cations  for  the  facility  to  eliminate  the 
monthly  river  sampling  requirements  at 
river  mile  526,  and  certain  unnecessary 
monthly  river  samples  for  May  through 
November  at  river  mile  528. 

The  application  for  the  amendment 
complies  with  the  standards  and  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954, 
as  amended  (the  Act),  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations.  The  Com¬ 
mission  has  made  appropriate  findings  as 
required  by  the  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
rules  and  regulations  in  10  CFR  Chapter 
I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the  license 
amendment.  Prior  public  notice  of  this 
amendment  was  not  required  since  the 
amendment  does  not  involve  a  significant 
hazards  consideration. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  issuance  of  this  amendment  w  ill  not 
result  in  any  significant  environmental 
impact  and  that  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
{51.5(d)(4)  an  environmental  state¬ 
ment,  negative  declaration  or  environ¬ 
mental  impact  appraisal  need  not  be 
prepared  in  connection  with  the  issuance 
of  this  amendment. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1 )  the  application  for  amend- 
bum,  Nebraska  68305.  A  copy  of  item  (2) 
Amendment  No.  22  to  License  No.  DPR- 
46.  Both  of  these  items  are  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  Commission’s 
Public  Document  Room,  1717  H  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  and  at  the  Au¬ 
burn  Public  Library,  118-15th  Street,  Au¬ 
burn,  Nebraska  68305.  A  copy  of  item  (2) 
may  be  obtained  upon  request  addressed 
to  the  United  States  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20555,  At¬ 
tention:  Director,  Division  of  Operating 
Reactors. 


Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this 
11th  day  of  May,  1976. 


For  The  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 


Dennis  L.  Ziemann, 
Chief,  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  #2,  Division  of  Op¬ 
erating  Reactors. 


7FR  Doc.76-14737  Filed  6-19-76:8:45  am] 


(Docket  Noe.  50-282  and  50-306] 

NORTHERN  STATES  POWER  CO. 

Issuance  of  Amendments  to  Facility 
Operating  Licenses 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  U.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission  (the 
Commision)  has  issued  Amendment  Nos. 
12  and  6  to  Facility  Operating  License 
Nos.  DPR-42  and  DPR-60,  issued  to  the 
Northern  States  Power  Company  (the 
licensee),  which  revised  the  license  for 
operation  of  Units  1  and  2  of  the  Prairie 
Island  Nuclear  Generating  Plant  (the 
facilities)  located  in  Goodhue  County, 
Minnesota.  The  amendments  are  effec¬ 
tive  as  of  their  date  of  issuance. 


The  amendments  revise  those  portions 
of  the  licenses  and  the  appended  Tech¬ 
nical  Specifications  for  the  facilities  to 
provide  standard  provisions  for  the  re¬ 
ceipt,  possession  and  use  of  byproduct, 
source  and  special  nuclear  materials  for 
operation  of  the  facilities. 

The  application  for  the  amendments 
complies  with  the  standards  and  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act 
of  1954,  as  amended  (the  Act),  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations.  The 
Commission  has  made  appropriate  find¬ 
ings  as  required  by  the  Act  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10  CFR 
Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the  li¬ 
cense  amendments.  Prior  public  notice 
of  these  amendments  is  not  required  since 
the  amendments  do  not  involve  a  sig¬ 
nificant  hazards  consideration. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  issuance  of  these  amendments  will 
not  result  in  any  significant  environmen¬ 
tal  Impact  and  that  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
{51.5(d)(4)  an  environmental  state¬ 
ment,  negative  declaration  or  environ¬ 
mental  impact  appraisal  need  not  be 
prepared  in  connection  with  issuance  of 
these  amendments. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendments  dated  November  6,  1975, 
(2)  Amendment  Nos.  12  and  6  to  Li¬ 
cense  Nos.  DPR-42  and  DPR-60,  respec¬ 
tively,  and  (3)  the  Commission’s  concur¬ 
rently  issued  related  Safety  Evaluation. 
All  of  these  items  are  available  for  pub¬ 
lic  inspection  at  the  Commission’s  Pub¬ 
lic  Document  Room,  1717  H  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  and  at  The  Environ¬ 
mental  Conservation  Library  of  the  Min¬ 
neapolis  Public  Library,  300  Nicollet  Mall. 
Minneapolis,  Minnesota  55401.  A  copy  of 
items  (2)  and  (3)  may  be  obtained  upon 
request  addressed  to  the  UB.  Nuclear 
Regulator  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Director,  Divi¬ 
sion  of  Operating  Reactors. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this 
11th  day  of  May,  1976. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulator  Commis¬ 
sion. 


Dennis  L.  Ziemann, 
Chief,  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  #2,  Division  of  Op¬ 
erating  Reactors. 


]FR  Doc.76-14738  Filed  5-19-76; 8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  60-282  and  50-306] 

NORTHERN  STATES  POWER  CO. 

Issuance  of  Amendments  to  Facility 
Operating  Licenses 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  U.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission  (the 
Commission)  has  issued  Amendment 
Nos.  13  and  7  to  Facility  Operating  Li¬ 
cense  Nos.  DPR-42  and  DPR-60,  issued 
to  the  Northern  States  Power  Company 
(the  licensee),  which  revised  Technical 
Specifications  for  operation  of  Units  1 
and  2  of  the  Prairie  Island  Nuclear  Gen¬ 
erating  Plant  (the  facilities)  located  in 
Goodhue  County,  Minnesota.  The 
amendments  are  effective  as  of  their 
date  of  Issuance. 


The  amendments  revised  the  Admin¬ 
istrative  Controls  Section  of  the  Appen¬ 
dix  A  portion  of  the  Technical  Specifica¬ 
tions  for  the  facility  to  reflect  changes 
in  the  organizational  structure  of  the 
corporate  headquarters  and  of  the  facil¬ 
ity.  The  amendments  also  clarified  the 
qualifications,  responsibilities  and  pro¬ 
cedures  of  the  Safety  Audit  Committee. 

The  application  for  the  amendments 
complies  with  the  standards  and  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of 
1954,  as  amended  (the  Act),  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations.  The 
Commission  has  made  appropriate  find¬ 
ings  as  required  by  the  Act  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10  CFR 
Chapter  I,  which  are  6fet  forth  in  the 
license  amendments.  Prior  public  notice 
of  these  amendments  was  not  required 
since  the  amendments  do  not  involve  a 
significant  hazards  consideration. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  Issuance  of  these  amendments  will 
not  result  in  any  significant  environ¬ 
mental  Impact  and  that  pursuant  to  10 
CFR  { 51.5(d)  (4)  an  environmental 
statement,  negative  declaration  or  en¬ 
vironmental  impact  appraisal  need  not 
be  prepared  in  connection  with  issuance 
of  these  amendments. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendments  dated  May  7,  1975,  (2) 
Amendment  Nos.  13  and  7  to  License 
Nos.  DPR-42  and  DPR^60,  respectively, 
and  (3)  the  Commission’s  concurrently 
Issued  related  Safety  Evaluation.  All  of 
these  items  are  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection  at  the  Commission’s  Public  Doc¬ 
ument  Room,  1717  H  Street.  N.W.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  and  at  The  Environmental 
Conservation  Library  of  the  Minneapolis 
Public  Library.  300  Nicollet  Mall,  Min-  . 
neapolis,  Minnesota  55401.  A  copy  of 
items  (2)  and  (3)  may  be  obtained  upon 
request  addressed  to  the  U.S.  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Director,  Division 
of  Operating  Reactors. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this 
10th  day  of  May,  1976. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Dennis  L.  Ziemann, 
Chief,  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  #2,  Division  of  Oper¬ 
ating  Reactors. 

| FR  Doc.76-14739  Filed  5-19-76;8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  STN  50—518,  STN  50-519;  ~ 
8TN  60-520,  STN  60-521  ] 

TENNESSEE  VALLEY  AUTHORITY  (HARTS- 
VILLE  NUCLEAR  PLANTS,  PLANT  A, 
UNITS  1  AND  2,  PLANT  B,  UNITS  1  AND 
2)  ’ 

Availability  of  Partial  Initial  Decision  of  the 
Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing  Board 

Pursuant  to  the  National  Environ¬ 
mental  Policy  Act  of  1969  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Regulations  in  10  CFR  Part  51, 
notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  Partial 
Initial  Decision  dated  April  20,  1976  by 
the  Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing  Board 
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In  the  above-captioned  proceeding  re¬ 
lating  to  environmental  and  site  suit¬ 
ability  matters  is  available  for  Inspection 
by  the  public  In  the  Commission’s  Public 
Document  Room  at  1717  H  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.,  and  in  the  Fred  A. 
Vought  Library,  311  White  Oak  Street, 
Hartsville,  Tennessee. 

The  Partial  Initial  Decision  is  also 
being  made  available  at  the  Office  of 
Urban  and  Federal  Affairs,  404  James 
Robertson  Parkway,  Nashville,  Tennes¬ 
see,  the  Mid-Cumberland  Council  of 
Governments,  226  Capitol  Boulevard, 
Nashville,  and  the  Upper  Cumberland 
Development  District,  Burgess  Palls 
Road,  Cookeville,  Tennessee. 

Based  on  the  record  developed  in  the 
public  hearing  in  the  above-captioned 
matter,  the  Partial  Initial  Decision  mod¬ 
ified  in  certain  respects  the  contents  of 
the  Final  Environmental  Statement  pre¬ 
pared  by  the  Commission’s  Office  of  Nu¬ 
clear  Reactor  Regulation  relating  to  con¬ 
struction  of  the  Hartsville  Nuclear 
Plants. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  10  CFR 
Part  51,  the  Pinal  Environmental  State¬ 
ment  is  deemed  modified  to  the  extent 
that  the  findings  and  conclusions  con¬ 
tained  in  the  Partial  Initial  Decision  dif¬ 
fer  from  those  contained  in  the  Final  En¬ 
vironmental  Statement.  As  required  by 
10  CFR  Part  51,  a  copy  of  the  Partial 
Initial  Decision,  which  modified  the 
Final  Environmental  Statement,  has 
been  transmitted  to  the  Council  on  En¬ 
vironmental  Quality,  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  and  other  interested 
agencies  and  persons. 

Single  copies  of  the  Partial  Initial  De¬ 
cision  may  be  obtained  by  request  ad¬ 
dressed  to  the  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20555, 
Attention:  Director,  Office  of  Nuclear 
Reactor  Regulation.  The  Final  Environ¬ 
mental  Statement  is  available  for  public 
inspection  at  the  Commission’s  Public 
Document  Room  in  Washington,  D.C., 
and  the  Fred  A.  Vought  Library,  Harts¬ 
ville,  Tennessee.  Copies  of  the  Final  En¬ 
vironmental  Statement  (NUREG  75/ 
039)  may  be  obtained  from  the  National 
Technical  Information  Service,  Spring- 
field,  Virginia  22161,  at  a  cost  of  $8.75 
for  printed  copy  or  $2.25  for  microfiche. 

Dated  at  Rockville,  Maryland,  this  13th 
day  of  May  1976. 


For  The  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 


B.  J.  Youngblood, 
Chief,  Environmental  Projects 
Branch  2,  Division  of  Site 
Safety  and  Environmental 
Analysis. 


[FR  Doc.76—14740  Filed  5-19-76;  8: 45  am] 


No.  19  to  Facility  Operating  Licenses  Nos. 
DPR-32  and  DPR-37  issued  to  Virginia 
Electric  and  Power  Company  which  re¬ 
vised  Technical  Specifications  for  op¬ 
eration  of  the  Surry  Power  Station,  Units 
Nos.  1  and  2,  located  in  Surry  County, 
Virginia.  These  amendments  are  effec¬ 
tive  as  of  the  date  of  issuance. 

These  amendments  relate  to  the  op¬ 
eration  of  Surry  Units  Nos.  1  and  2  with 
a  positive  moderator  coefficient  in  the 
power  range. 

The  application  for  the  amendments 
complies  with  the  standards  and  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of 
1954,  as  amended  (the  Act),  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations.  The 
Commission  has  made  appropriate  find¬ 
ings  as  required  by  the  Act  and  the  Com- 
mission’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10  CFR 
Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the  li¬ 
cense  amendments.  Notice  of  Proposed 
Issuance  of  Amendments  to  Facility  Op¬ 
erating  Licenses  in  connection  with  this 
action  was  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  on  June  30,  1975  (40  F.R.  27509). 
No  request  for  a  hearing  or  petition  for 
leave  to  intervene  was  filed  following 
notice  of  the  proposed  action. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  issuance  of  these  amendments  will 
not  result  in  any  significant  environmen¬ 
tal  impact  and  that  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
§  51.5(d)  (4)  an  environmental  state¬ 
ment,  negative  declaration  or  environ¬ 
mental  impact  appraisal  need  not  be 
prepared  in  connection  with  issuance  of 
these  amendments. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendments  dated  June  5,  1975,  as  sup¬ 
plemented  January  29,  and  March  5, 
1976,  (2)  Amendments  No.  19  to  Licenses 
Nos.  DPR-32  and  DPR-37,  and  (3)  the 
Commission’s  related  Safety  Evaluation. 
All  of  these  items  are  available  for  public 
inspection  at  the  Commission’s  Public 
Document  Room,  1717  H  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  and  at  the  Swem 
Library,  College  of  William  and  Mary, 
Williamsburg,  Virginia. 

A  copy  of  items  (2)  and  (3)  may  be 
obtained  upon  request  addressed  to  the 
U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Di¬ 
rector  Division  of  Operating  Reactors. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  13th 
day  of  May,  1976. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission. 

Vernon  L.  Rooney, 
Acting  Chief,  Operating  Re¬ 
actors  Branch  #4,  Division  of 
Operating  Reactors. 

[FR  Doc.76-14741  Filed  5-19-76:8:45  am] 


[Dockets  Nos.  50-280  and  50-281] 

VIRGINIA  ELECTRIC  AND  POWER  CO. 

Issuance  of  Amendments  to  Facility 
Operating  Licenses 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  UJEL 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission  (the 
Commission)  has  Issued  Amendments 


[Docket  No.  50-537] 

PROJECT  MANAGEMENT  CORP. 

Special  Meeting  on  All  Pending  Motions, 
Scheduling  and  Related  Matters 

May  17,  1976. 

In  the  matter  of  Project  Management 
Corporation,  Tennessee  Valley  Author¬ 


ity  (Clinch  River  Breeder  Reactor 
Plant). 

Pursuant  to  oral  notice  to  and  agree¬ 
ment  by  counsel  for  all  parties  and  in- 
tervenors,  by  conference  telephone  call 
on  May  17,  1976,  a  special  meeting  will 
be  held  on  Monday,  May  24.  1976,  at  10 
am.  at  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing  Board 
Panel  Office,  4th  floor,  East-West 
Towers  Bldg.,  4350  East  West  Highway, 
Bethesda,  Maryland,  to  consider  the  fol¬ 
lowing: 

1.  All  pending  motions  and  responses. 

2.  Action  consistent  with  the  Memo¬ 
randum  and  Order  of  the  Atomic  Safety 
and  Licensing  Appeal  Board  entered 
May  12.  1976  (ALAB-330). 

3.  Scope  and  extent  of  this  Licensing 
Board’s  Memorandum  and  Order  of 
April  6,  1976. 

4.  Schedule  revisions  or  amendments. 

5.  Other  matters  reasonably  relating 
to  the  foregoing  subjects. 

Counsel  are  requested  to  have  any  rel¬ 
evant  papers  they  desire  to  submit  In 
the  hands  of  the  Licensing  Board  at  the 
above  address  on  or  before  4  p.m.,  Fri¬ 
day,  May  21.  1976. 

It  is  so  ordered. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  17th 
day  of  May,  1976. 

The  Atomic  Safety  and 
Licensing  Board, 
Marshall  E.  Miller, 

Chairman. 

[FR  Doc.76-14896  FUed  5-19-76;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  STN  50-4851 

ROCHESTER  GAS  AND  ELECTRIC  CORP. 

Hearing  on  Application  for  Construction 
Permit 

In  the  matter  of  Rochester  Gas  and 
Electric  Corporation.  (Sterling  Power 
Project  Nucjear  Unit  No.  1) . 

A  Notice  of  Hearing  on  Application  for 
Construction  Permit  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  August  30,  1974 
(39  FR  31686)  concerning  the  application 
of  Rochester  Gas  and  Electric  Corpora¬ 
tion  to  construct  the  Sterling  Power 
Project  Nuclear  Unit  1  at  a  site  in  Ca¬ 
yuga  County,  New  York,  approximately 
8  miles  southwest  of  Oswego  on  the 
southeast  shore  of  Lake  Ontario.  Roch¬ 
ester  Gas  and  Electric  Corporation  was 
identified  as  the  sole  owner  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  Sterling  facility  in  the  original 
application.  However,  pursuant  to  a 
Memorandum  of  Understanding  entered 
into  May  16,  1974,  Central  Hudson  Gas 
&  Electric  Corporation  and  Orange  and 
Rockland  Utilities,  Inc.  became  partici¬ 
pants  in  the  facility.  This  Memorandum 
of  Understanding  was  amended  May  30, 
1975  to  add  Niagra  Mohawk  Power  Cor¬ 
poration  as  a  participant  .The  four  utili¬ 
ties  will  share  in  the  ownership,  financial 
support,  and  electrical  output  of  the 
Sterling  facility  as  set  forth  below: 
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Party:  percent 

Rochester  Gas  and  Electric  Corp_.  28 
Orange  and  Rockland  Utilities, 

Inc _  33 

Central  Hudson  Gas  &  Electric 

Corp _  17 

Niagara  Mohawk  power  Corp _  22 

Rochester  Gas  and  Electric  Corpora¬ 
tion  is  to  have  full  responsibility  for  the 
construction,  operation  and  licensing  of 
the  facility. 

As  a  result  of  the  addition  of  Orange 
and  Rockland  Utilities,  Inc.,  Central 
Hudson  Gas  &  Electric  Corporation  and 
Niagara  Mohawk  Power  Corporation  as 
joint  owners,  the  Atomic  Safety  and  Li¬ 
censing  Board  (Board)  on  behalf  of  the 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission  (Com¬ 
mission)  is  hereby  issuing  an  Amended 
Notice  of  Hearing  on  Application  for 
Construction  Permit  for  the  proposed  fa¬ 
cility.  This  Amended  Notice  does  not  al¬ 
ter  or  expand  the  issues  for  consideration 
set  forth  in  the  initial  Notice  of  Hearing. 
By  this  Amended  Notice  the  Commission 
is,  however,  affording  any  person  whose 
interest  may  be  affected  by  addition  of 
Orange  and  Rockland  Utilities,  Inc., 
Central  Hudson  Gas  &  Electric  Corpora¬ 
tion  and  Niagara  Mohawk  Power  Cor¬ 
poration  as  joint  owners,  the  opportunity 
to  participate  in  this  proceeding. 

Any  person  whose  interest  may  be  af¬ 
fected  by  the  addition  of  the  three  com¬ 
panies  as  joint  owners  and  who  wishes  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  the  proceeding 
must  file  a  written  petition  under  oath  or 
affirmation  for  leave  to  intervene  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  provisions  of  10  CFR 
S  2.714.  A  petition  for  leave  to  intervene 
shall  set  forth  the  Interest  of  the  peti¬ 
tioner  In  the  proceeding,  how  that  In¬ 
terest  may  be  affected  by  the  results  of 
the  proceeding,  and  any  other  conten¬ 
tions  of  the  petitioner  Including  the  facts 
and  reasons  why  he  should  be  permitted 
to  Intervene,  with  particular  reference  to 
the  following  factors:  (1)  the  nature  of 
the  petitioner’s  right  under  the  Atomic 
Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended,  to  be 
made  a  party  to  the  proceeding;  (2)  the 
nature  and  extent  of  the  petitioner’s 
property,  financial,  or  other  Interest  in 
the  proceeding;  and  (3)  the  possible  ef¬ 
fect  of  any  order  which  may  be  entered 
In  the  proceeding  on  the  petitioner’s  in¬ 
terest.  Any  such  petition  shall  be  ac¬ 
companied  by  a  supporting  affidavit 
Identifying  the  specific  aspect  or  aspects 
of  the  subject  matter  of  the  proceeding 
as  to  which  the  petitioner  wishes  to  in¬ 
tervene  and  setting  forth  with  particu¬ 
larity  both  the  facts  pertaining  to  his  in¬ 
terest  and  the  basis  for  his  contentions 
with  regard  to  each  aspect  on  which  he 
desires  to  Intervene.  A  petition  that  sets 
forth  contentions  relating  only  to  mat¬ 
ters  outside  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  wll  be  denied. 

Those  permitted  to  Intervene  become 
parties  to  the  proceeding,  subject  to  any 
limitations  in  the  order  granting  leave 
to  intervene  and  have  all  the  rights  of 
the  applicant  to  participate  fully  in  the 
conduct  of  the  hearing,  such  as  the  ex¬ 


amination  and  cross-examination  of 
witnesses,  with  respect  to  their  conten¬ 
tions  related  to  the  matters  at  issue  in 
the  proceeding. 

A  petition  for  leave  to  intervene  must 
be  filed  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  others  as  specified  below  by 
June  21,  1978.  A  petition  for  leave  to 
intervene  which  is  not  timely  will  not  be 
granted  unless  the  Board  determines 
that  the  petitioner  has  made  a  substan¬ 
tial  showing  of  good  cause  for  failure  to 
file  on  time  and  after  the  Board  has 
considered  those  factors  specified  in  10 
CFR  §  2.714(a)  (1)— (4)  and  §  2.714(d). 

Any  person  who  does  not  wish,  or  is 
not  qualified,  to  become  a  party  to  this 
proceeding  may  request  permission  to 
make  a  limited  appearance  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  10  CFR  §  2.715.  A  per¬ 
son  making  a  limited  appearance  may 
make  an  oral  or  written  statement  on 
the  record.  He  does  not  become  a  party, 
but  may  state  his  position  and  raise  ques¬ 
tions  which  he  would  like  answered  to 
the  extent  that  the  questions  are  within 
the  scope  of  the  issues  set  forth  in  the 
original  Notice  of  Hearing.  Limited  ap¬ 
pearances  will  be  permitted  at  the  time 
of  the  hearing  at  the  discretion  of  the 
Board,  within  such  limits  and  on  such 
conditions  as  may  be  fixed  by  the  Board. 

Persons  desiring  to  make  a  limited  ap¬ 
pearance  are  requested  to  inform  the 
Secretary  of  the  Commission  and  others 
by  June  21,  1976.  Papers  required  to  be 
filed  in  this  proceeding  shall  be  filed  by 
mail  or  telegram  addressed  to  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Commission,  United  States 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Docketing 
and  Service  Section,  or  may  be  filed  by 
delivery  to  the  Commission’s  Public  Doc¬ 
ument  Room,  1717  H  Street,  N.W.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  Pending  further  order  of  the 
Board,  parties  are  required  to  file,  pursu¬ 
ant  to  the  provisions  of  10  CFR  §  2.708, 
an  original  and  twenty  (20)  conformed 
copies  of  each  such  paper  with  the  Com¬ 
mission.  A  copy  of  the  petition  or  request 
for  limited  appearance  should  also  be 
sent  to  Auburn  L.  Mitchell,  Esq.,  Counsel 
for  NRC  Staff,  Office  of  the  Executive 
Legal  Director,  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20555;  to 
Lex  K.  Larson,  Esq.,  1757  N  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20036,  and  Gerald 
Chamoff,  Esq.,  1800  M  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20036,  Attorneys  for 
Applicant;  Ecology  Action,  Box  94, 
Oswego,  New  York  13126;  Ms.  Sharon 
Morey,  RD  3,  Oswego,  New  York  13126; 
and  J.  Bruce  MacDonald,  Esq.,  New  York 
State  Atomic  Energy  Council,  99  Wash¬ 
ington  Avenue,  Albany,  New  York  12210. 

For  further  details,  see  the  Rochester 
Gas  and  Electric  Corporation’s  Environ¬ 
mental  Report  and  Amendment  23  to  the 
application  dated  September  1975,  both 
of  which  are  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion  at  the  Commission's  Public  Docu¬ 
ment  Room,  1717  H  Street,  RW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  IXC..  between  the  hours  of  frr30 
a.m.  and  5:00  p.m.  on  weekdays.  These 
documents  are  also  available  for  public 
Inspection  at  the  Oswego  City  Library, 
120  Second  Street,  Oswego,  New  York. 


Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland  this  17th 
day  of  May  1976. 

The  Atomic  Safety  and 
Licensing  Board, 

Edward  Luton, 

Chairman. 

[FR  Doc.76-14897  Filed  8-19-76:8:46  am] 

NATIONAL  TRANSPORTATION 
SAFETY  BOARD 

[N-AR  76-21] 

ACCIDENT  REPORT;  STATISTICAL  RE¬ 
PORTS;  SAFETY  RECOMMENDATIONS 

AND  RESPONSES 

Notice  of  Availability  and  Receipt 

Aircraft  Accident  Report.  The  Na¬ 
tional  Transportation  Safety  Board  an¬ 
nounces  the  release,  May  11,  of  report 
No.  NTSB-AAR-76-11  concerning  Airlift 
International’s  takeoff  accident  at  John 
F.  Kennedy  International  Airport  last 
September  20.  The  Safety  Board  deter¬ 
mined  that  the  probable  cause  of  the  ac¬ 
cident  involving  the  cargo  carrier’s  Mc¬ 
Donnell  Douglas  DC-8-6 3 F  was  the  cap¬ 
tain’s  decision  to  use  a  runway  that  was 
too  short  for  the  aircraft’s  takeoff  per¬ 
formance  capability  under  existing  load 
and  weather  conditions.  As  a  result,  the 
aircraft  struck  obstacles  beyond  the  de¬ 
parture  end  of  the  runway  before  it 
began  to  climb.  The  Board  also  found 
that  the  flightcrew  had  failed  to  use 
available  data  which  would  have  in¬ 
formed  them  that  the  runway  was  not 
long  enough  for  the  takeoff.  The  Board 
concluded  that,  although  the  aircraft 
did  become  airborne,  the  insufficient  run¬ 
way  length  did  not  allow  the  margin  of 
safety  that  is  provided  in  the  normal 
takeoff  criteria  as  required  by  14  CFR 
121.189,  which  relates  to  takeoff  require¬ 
ments. 

Annual  Review  of  Aircraft  Accident 
Data,  U.S.  General  Aviation,  Calendar 
Year  1974.  This  statistical  compilation, 
report  No.  NTSB-ARG-76-1  released  by 
the  Safety  Board  May  12,  contains  in¬ 
formation  compiled  from  reports  of  4,425 
general  aviation  accidents  which  occur¬ 
red  during  1974.  Included  in  that  acci¬ 
dent  total  are  59  collisions  between  air¬ 
craft;  by  coding  each  aircraft  involved, 
an  additional  59  records  are  produced, 
bringing  the  total  accident  records  to 
4,484 — a  figure  reflecting  the  true  num¬ 
ber  of  pilots  and  aircraft  Involved.  The 
publication  breaks  down  non-airline  ac¬ 
cident  statistics  in  183  pages  of  tables 
and  graphs.  Included  are  cause/factor 
tables  for  each  kind  of  general  aviation 
flying,  severity  of  injury  and  aircraft 
damage  by  kind  of  flying  and  type  of  air¬ 
craft,  and  such  selected  data  as  pilot 
flight  time  and  accident  location  by 
States. 

Statistical  analyses  of  these  accidents 
shows  a  continuing  pattern  of  accidents 
which  could  have  been  prevented  before 
the  aircraft  left  the  ground,  the  Safety 
Board  stated.  Both  preflight  planning 
and  weather  hazards  have  been  the  sub¬ 
ject  of  numerous  Safety  Board  special 
studies,  safety  information  bulletins,  and 
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accident  reports  which  are  available  to 
the  general  public  on  request. 

Chart  of  1975  Transportation  Fatali¬ 
ties.  The  transportation  death  toll  in  the 
United  States  continued  to  decline  in 
1975,  according  to  preliminary  statistics 
released  May  15  by  the  Safety  Board.  The 
1975  statistics  were  issued  in  the  form 
of  its  annual  pie  chart  of  transportation 
fatalities.  (See  press  release  SB-76-39.) 
The  chart  shows  these  estimated  1975 
fatality  totals  by  mode,  with  comparative 
1974  figures  in  parentheses:  Highway — 
44,690  (44,950) ;  rail-highway  grade 

crossings — 910  (1,250) ;  railroad — 564 

(582);  marine — 380  (379)  commercial 
and  1,480  (1,475)  recreational;  avia¬ 
tion — 124  (467)  air  carrier  and  1,324 
(1,290)  general  aviational;  and  pipe¬ 
line— 30  (34). 

There  were  49,502  fatalities  in  all 
transport  modes — a  reduction  of  2  per¬ 
cent  from  the  50,541  total  in  1975.  The 
difference  of  1,039  fatalities  was  caused 
primarily  by  600  fewer  highway  and 
grade  crossings  deaths  and  343  fewer  fa¬ 
talities  in  airline  crashes.  Airlines  regis¬ 
tered  a  73-percent  reduction  in  1975, 
from  467  to  124.  Pipeline  deaths  were 
down  12  percent,  from  34  to  30.  All  other 
transportation  modes  showed  increases 
or  decreases  of  less  than  5  percent. 

Aviation  Safety  Recommendations 
A -7 6-67  through  A-76-70.  The  Safety 
Board  has  been  assisting  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  Italy  In  its  investigation  of  an 
accident  which  involved  a  Trans  World 
Airlines  B-707  at  Malpensa  International 
Airport  near  Milan,  Italy,  last  Decem¬ 
ber  22.  Although  the  cause  of  the  acci¬ 
dent  has  not  been  determined,  the  Safety 
Board  has  found  inadequacies  in  the 
regulations  and  procedures  pertaining  to 
flag  air  carrier  operations  into  foreign 
airports.  Accordingly,  the  Safety  Board 
on  May  13  recommended  that  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Administration  (1)  amend 
the  Operations  Specifications  of  UjS.  flag 
air  carriers  to  prohibit  pilots  from  ex¬ 
ecuting  an  instrument  approach  or  land¬ 
ing  at  an  airport  unless  the  latest  visili- 
bility  has  been  reported  by  the  U.S.  Na¬ 
tional  Weather  Service  (NWS),  by  an 
NWS-approved  source,  or  by  an  FAA- 
approved  source  and  unless  the  reported 
visibility  is  equal  to  or  greater  than  the 
carrier's  landing  minim  urns;  (2)  amend 
14  CFR  121.651  (a)  and  (b)  to  prohibit 
a  pilot  from  executing  an  instrument 
approach  or  from  landing  at  an  airport 
when  the  NWS,  an  NWS-approved 
source,  or  an  FAA-approved  source  re¬ 
ports  that  the  visibility  is  less  than  that 
prescribed  by  FAA  for  landing  at  that 
airport;  (3)  amend  14  CFR  121.651  (c) 
and  (d)  to  permit  the  use  of  a  weather 
report  issued  by  a  facility  which  has  been 
approved  by  FAA;  and  (4)  amend  14 
CFR  121.653  to  require  that  weather  re¬ 
ports  cited  in  this  rule  be  issued  by  the 
NWS,  by  an  NWS-approved  source,  or 
by  a  source  approved  by  the  FAA.  The 
Board  asks  “urgent  followup"  on  the  first 
recommendation  (Class  I) ;  the  remain¬ 
ing  three  recommendations  are  labeled 
“Class  n — priority  followup." 

Highway  Safety  Recommendations 
H-76-11  through  H-76-15.  In  a  letter 


issued  May  11  to  the  Secretary  of  Trans¬ 
portation,  the  Safety  Board  has  issued 
five  “priority  followup”  recommenda¬ 
tions  regarding  bridge-railing  structure. 
The  recommendations  resulted  from 
Board  investigation  of  the  collapse  of 
the  Yadkin  River  Bridge  near  Siloam, 
North  Carolina,  February  23,  1975,  after 
an  automobile  crashed  into  a  vital  struc¬ 
tural  member  of  the  bridge.  The  Safety 
Board  has  recommended  that  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Highway  Administration  (1)  de¬ 
velop  and  publish,  as  a  part  of  the  FHA 
research  program,  guidelines  for  the 
structural  retrofit  of  bridge  railings  on 
existing  bridge  structures  to  protect  vital 
structural  members  from  impact  by  vehi¬ 
cles;  (2)  include  under  the  National 
Bridge  Inspection  Standards  and  under 
Highway  Safety  Program  Standard  No. 
12,  “Highway  Design,  Construction  and 
Maintenance,”  a  requirement  that  bridge 
inspection  reports  be  analyzed  and  eval¬ 
uated  within  a  specified  time  period,  and 
that  any  changes  in  load  limits  be  posted 
promptly;  (3)  include  under  Highway 
Safety  Program  Standard  12,  a  require¬ 
ment  that  all  bridges  on  public  road¬ 
ways  be  inspected  for  safety  under  the 
same  criteria  established  fcfr  bridges  on 
the  Federal-aid  system  under  the  Na¬ 
tional  Bridge  Inspection  Standard;  (4) 
institute  a  program  in  cooperation  with 
the  States  which  provides  for  the  in¬ 
vestigation,  by  multidisciplinary  acci¬ 
dent  investigation  teams,  of  (a)  all 
bridge  collapses  on  public  roadways,  and 
(b)  accidents  Involving  vehicles  that 
have  struck  traffic  barrier  railings  on 
bridges  and  damaged  structural  members 
vital  to  the  bridge’s  stability — the  num¬ 
ber  of  such  investigations  to  be  sufficient 
to  identify  the  characteristics  of  individ¬ 
ual  traffic  barrier  railings  and  to  identify 
how  such  characteristics  affect  the 
severity  of  accidents;  and  (5)  in  cooper¬ 
ation  with  the  States,  perform  a  suf¬ 
ficient  quantity  of  skid  tests  on  timber 
roadway  surfaces  to  establish  if  such 
surfaces  can  normally  meet  the  recom¬ 
mended  skid  number  values  contained 
under  Highway  Safety  Program  Stand¬ 
ard  12. 

Letters  in  Response  to  Aviation  Safety 
Recommendations.  In  a  May  6  response 
to  recommendation  A-76-1,  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration  states  that,  in 
cooperation  with  the  Alaska  State  Avia¬ 
tion  Division,  it  has  developed  a  new  and 
effective  procedure  for  the  issuance  of 
NOTAM’s  at  Alaskan  airports  which  do 
not  have  managers.  In  response  to 
recommendation  A-76-2,  FAA  has  re¬ 
quested  the  Alaska  State  Aviation  Divi¬ 
sion  to  complete  their  program  to  In¬ 
crease  the  conspicuity  of  runways  by 
December  1976.  (See  41  FR  7600,  Febru¬ 
ary  19,  1976.) 

Also  on  May  6,  FAA  responded  to 
recommendation  A-76-4  (41  FR  10482, 
March  11,  1976),  stating  that  Airworthi¬ 
ness  Directive,  Amendment  39-2583  was 
issued  April  13,  1976.  According  to  FAA, 
this  requires  repetitive  Inspections  of 
the  wing  for  wood  deterioration  and  in¬ 
stallation  of  additional  drain  holes  in  the 
wing,  and  as  necessary,  wing  repair  on 
Bellanca  Model  Series  14-19,  17-30,  and 
17-31. 


The  accident  report,  statistical  report, 
transportation  fatality  chart,  and  safety 
recommendation  letters  are  available  to  the 
general  public;  single  copies  may  be  obtained 
without  charge.  Copies  of  the  letters  respond¬ 
ing  to  recommendations  may  be  obtained  at  a 
cost  of  $4.00  for  service  and  10<  per  page 
for  reproduction.  All  requests  must  be  in 
writing.  Identified  by  report  or  recommenda¬ 
tion  number  and  date  of  publication  of  this 
FEDERAL  REGISTER  notice.  Address  In¬ 
quiries  to:  Publications  Unit,  National 
Transportation  Safety  Board,  Washington, 
D.C.  20594. 

Multiple  copies  of  the  accident  report  and 
the  annual  review  of  aircraft  accident  data 
may  be  purchased  by  mall  from  the  National 
Technical  Information  Service,  UJS.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Commerce,  Springfield,  Virginia 
22151. 

(Secs.  304(a)  (2)  and  307  of  the  Independent 
Safety  Board  Act  of  1974  (Pub.  L.  93-633, 
88  Stat.  2169,  2172  (49  U.S.C.  1903,  1907) ) .) 

May  17,  1976. 

Margaret  L.  Fisher, 

Federal  Register  Liaison  Officer. 
(FR  Doc.76-14743  Filed  5-19-76:8:45  am] 

OFFICE  OF  MANAGEMENT  AND 
BUDGET 

CLEARANCE  OF  REPORTS 
Lists  of  Requests 

The  following  is  a  list  of  requests  for 
clearance  of  reports  intended  for  use  in 
collecting  information  from  the  public 
received  by  the  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget  on  May  14,  1976  (44  U.S.C. 
3509).  The  purpose  of  publishing  this 
list  in  the  Federal  Register  is  to  inform 
the  public. 

The  list  Includes  the  title  of  each  re¬ 
quest  received;  the  name  of  the  agency 
sponsoring  the  proposed  collection  of  in¬ 
formation;  the  agency  form  number(s), 
if  applicable;  the  frequency  with  which 
the  Information  is  proposed  to  be  col¬ 
lected;  the  name  of  the  reviewer  or  re¬ 
viewing  division  within  OMB,  and  an  in¬ 
dication  of  who  will  be  the  respondents 
to  the  proposed  collection. 

Requests  for  extension  which  appear 
to  raise  no  significant  Issues  are  to  be 
approved  after  brief  notice  through  this 
release. 

Further  information  about  the  items 
on  this  dally  list  may  be  obtained  from 
the  Clearance  Office,  Office  of  Manage¬ 
ment  and  Budget,  Washington,  D.C. 
20503,  (202-395-4529),  or  from  the  re¬ 
viewer  listed. 

New  Forms 

UNITED  STATES  INTERNATIONAL  TRADE 

COMMISSION 

Letter  questionnaire  for  users  of  nonfat  dry 
milk,  single -time,  food  manufacturers, 
Laveme  V.  Oolllns,  395-5867. 

Letter  questionnaire  for  Importers  of  dried 
milk  mixtures,  single- time,  importers, 
Laverne  V.  Collins,  395-6867. 

Revisions 

NATIONAL  SCIENCE  FOUNDATION 

Survey  at  earned  doctorates  awarded  In  the 
United  States,  annually,  all  new  Ph.  D.’s, 
Strasser,  A,  395-5867. 
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Extensions 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Mines : 

Manganese  Ore  and  Products  (Supply  and 
Disposition) ,  6-1086  MA.  monthly, 

producers  of  manganese  ore  and  prod¬ 
ucts,  Cynthia  Wiggins,  395-5631. 

Portland  and  Masonry  Cement  (Supply, 
Disposition,  and  Stocks),  6-1214-A,  an¬ 
nually,  cement  manufacturers,  Cynthia 
Wiggins,  395-5631. 

Shipments  of  Aviation  Fuels,  6-1301-A,  an¬ 
nually,  petroleum  companies,  Hulett, 
D.  T.,  395-4730. 


•  Velma  N.  Baldwin, 
Assistant  to  the  Director 

for  Administration. 

|FR  Doc  76-14944  Filed  5-19-76:8:45  am) 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

|  File  No.  500-1] 

CONTINENTAL  VENDING  MACHINE  CORP. 

Notice  of  Suspension  of  Trading 

May  13,1976. 

It  appealing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary' 
suspension  of  trading  in  the  common 
stock  of  Continental  Vending  Machine 
Corporation  being  traded  otherwise  than 
on  a  national  securities  exchange  is  re¬ 
quired  in  the  public  interest  and  for  the 
protection  of  investors; 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  Section  12<k> 
of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934. 
trading  in  such  securities  otherwise  than 
on  a  national  securities  exchange  is  sus¬ 
pended,  for  the  period  from  May  14.  1976 
through  May  23, 1976. 

By  the  Commission 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

)FR  Doc  76-14719  Filed  5-19-76,8:46  am) 


|  Release  No.  34-12441;  File  No.  BR-PSE-76- 

16] 

PACIFIC  STOCK  EXCHANGE  INC. 

Self-Regulatory  Organizations 

Pursuant  to  Section  19(b)  (1)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934,  15 
UJ9.C.  78s (b)  (1),  as  amended  by  Pub.  L. 
No.  94-29,  16  (June  4,  1975),  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  on  May  3,  1976,  the 
above-mentioned  self -regulatory  organi¬ 
sation  filed  with  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  a  proposed  rule 
change  as  follows: 

Statement  of  the  Terms  of  Substance 
of  the  Proposed  Rule  Change 

Pacific  Stock  Exchange  Incorporated 
(the  “Exchange”)  proposes  to  clarify 
certain  aspects  of  the  transfer  fees  im¬ 
posed  upon  sales  and  other  transfers  of 
membership  by  Section  9(a)  (Initial  and 
Transfer  Pees)  of  its  Rule  IX  (Exchange 
Membership) ,  to  Integrate  Into  the  pres¬ 
ent  Section  9(a)  the  Special  Transfer 
Fee  of  $5000  imposed  upon  certain  sales 
and  other  transfers  of  memberships  as  a 


part  of  the  Exchange’s  Options  Funding 
Plan  of  1975,  and  to  impose  a  $300  proc¬ 
essing  fe6  for  processing  Agreements  with 
Respect  to  Financing  Membership,  which 
are  also  known  as  “XYZ  Agreements”. 

The  text  of  the  existing  Section  9(a) 
of  Rule  IX,  with  brackets  used  to  indicate 
words  to  be  deleted  and  underscoring 
used  to  indicate  words  to  be  added,  is  set 
forth  in  Attachment  A  to  this  Notice. 

Statement  of  Basis  and  Purpose 

The  basis  and  purpose  of  the  forego¬ 
ing  proposed  change  is  as  follows: 

The  purposes  of  the  proposed  rule 
change  are:  (1)  to  clarify  certain  aspects 
of  the  present  Section  9<a) ;  (2)  to  inte¬ 
grate  into  the  present  Section  9<a)  the 
Special  Transfer  Fee  originally  imposed 
as  a  part  of  the  Exchange’s  Options 
Funding  Plan  of  1975,  which  was  the 
subject  of  File  No.  SR-PSE-75-1;  and 
(3)  to  impose  a  processing  fee  for  the 
processing  of  Agreements  with  Respect 
to  Financing  Membership,  which  were 
the  subject  of  File  No.  SR-PSE-76-12. 
The  purpose  of  the  Special  Transfer  Fee 
was  discussed  in  File  No.  SR-PSE-75-1, 
and  the  purpose  of  the  processing  fee 
charged  for  the  processing  of  Agree¬ 
ments  with  Respect  to  Financing  Mem¬ 
bership  is  to  defray  the  expenses  in¬ 
curred  by  the  Exchange  in  connection 
with  such  processing. 

The  proposed  rule  change  relates  to 
the  equitable  allocation  of  reasonable 
fees  and  other  charges  among  the  mem¬ 
bers  and  member  firms  of  the  Exchange. 

Comments  on  the  proposed  rule 
change  have  not  been  solicited  from  Ex¬ 
change  members  and  member  firms,  and 
none  have  been  received. 

The  proposed  -rule  change  will  not  im¬ 
pose  any  burden  on  competition. 

The  foregoing  rule  change  has  become 
effective,  pursuant  to  Section  19(b)(3) 
of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934. 
At  any  time  within  sixty  days  of  the  fil¬ 
ing  of  such  proposed  rule  change,  the 
Commission  may  summarily  abrogate 
such  rule  change  if  it  appears  to  the 
Commission  that  such  action  is  necessary 
or  appropriate  in  the  public  interest, 
for  the  protection  of  Investors,  or  other¬ 
wise  in  furtherance  of  the  purposes  of 
the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  data,  views  and  arguments 
concerning  the  foregoing.  Persons  de¬ 
siring  to  make  written  submissions 
should  file  6  copies  thereof  with  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Commission,  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20549.  Copies  of  the  filing  with  respect 
to  the  foregoing  and  of  all  written  sub¬ 
missions  will  be  available  for  Inspection 
and  copying  In  the  Public  Reference 
Room,  1100  L  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  Copies  of  such  filing  will  also  be 
available  for  Inspection  and  copying  at 
the  principal  office  of  the  above-men¬ 
tioned  self -regulatory  organization.  All 
submissions  should  refer  to  the  file  num¬ 
ber  referenced  in  the  caption  above  and 
should  be  submitted  on  or  before  June  21, 
1976. 


For  the  Commission  by  the  Division  of 
Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to  dele¬ 
gated  authority. 


George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 


May  13,  1976. 


Attachment  A 


Initial  [and  |,  Transfer  and  Processing  Fees 

Sec.  9(a).  In  accordance  with  Section  2  of 
Article  VII  of  the  Constitution,  )on  the  pur¬ 
chase  and  sale  of  a  membership  there  shall 
be  an  Initial  fee  paid  by  the  buyer  and  a 
transfer  fee  paid  by  the  seller  to  the  Ex¬ 
change  amounting  to  6%  of  the  purchase 
price  of  the  membership,  with  a  minimum  of 
$300  each.  However,  on  the  intra-flrm  trans¬ 
fers  the  initial  and  transfer  fees  shall  be 
$100  each. 

When  a  member  firm  Is  acquired  by  a 
non-member  securities  firm  by  merger  or 
otherwise  and  the  non-member  firm  qualifies 
as  a  member  firm,  a  fee  of  $600  shall  be  paid.  1 
the  following  initial  and  transfer  fees  shall 
be  payable  in  connection  with  the  acquisition 
or  transfer  of  a  membership: 

(i)  Sale  of  Membership.  Unless  one  of  the 
special  provisions  set  forth  below  applies,  in 
the  event  that  a  membership  is  sold  by  a 
member  or  a  member  organization,  the  buyer 
shall  pay  an  initial  fee  equal  to  the  greater 
of  5%  of  the  purchase  price  or  $500. 

(it)  Intra-Organization  Transfers.  In  the 
event  that  a  membership  is  transferred  from 
one  member  to  another  member  in  the  same 
member  organization,  the  transferor  and 
transferee  shall  each  pay  a  transfer  fee  of 
$100  to  the  Exchange,  provided,  however,  that 
a  member  who  purchased  more  than  one 
membership  in  connection  with  the  Options 
Funding  Plan  of  1975  may  transfer  a  number 
of  memberships  equal  to  one  less  than  the 
number  of  memberships  so  purchased  to  a 
member  or  members  within  the  same  mem¬ 
ber  organization  as  the  transferring  member 
without  payment  of  a  transfer  fee. 

(Hi)  Inter-Organization  Transfers.  In  the 
event  that  a  member  transfers  a  membership 
from  one  member  organization  to  another 
member  organization  (the  “new  member  or¬ 
ganization")  in  connection  with  joining  the 
new  member  organization,  the  member  shall 
pay  a  transfer  lee  of  $100  to  the  Exchange, 
provided,  horoever,  that  a  member  who  pur¬ 
chased  more  than  one  membership  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  Options  Funding  Plan  of 
1975  may  transfer  a  number  of  memberships 
equal  to  one  less  than  the  number  of  mem¬ 
berships  so  purchased  to  the  new  member 
organization  without  payment  of  a  transfer 
fee. 

( iv )  Acquisition  of  a  Member  Organization 
In  the  event  that  a  member  organization  is 
acquired  by  a  non-member  organization,  by 
merger  or  otherwise,  the  non-member  or¬ 
ganization  shall  pay  to  the  Exchange,  upon 
qualification  as  a  member  organization,  a 
transfer  fee  equal  to  $500  plus  $200  lor  each 
membership  in  excess  of  one  held  by  the 
member  organization  acquired. 

(v)  Member  Conferring  Privileges  of  Mem¬ 
bership  on  a  Non-Member  Organization.  In 
the  event  that  a  member  confers  the  privi¬ 
leges  of  his  membership  on  a  non-member 
organization,  the  non-member  organization 
shall  pay  to  the  Exchange,  upon  qualification 
as  a  member  organization,  a  transfer  fee 
equal  to  $500  plus  $200  for  each  membership 
in  excess  of  one  with  respect  to  which  it 
has  been  conferred  the  privileges  of  member¬ 
ship  by  the  member. 

(vi)  Transfers  to  Wholly-Owned  Subsidi¬ 
aries  or  Parents.  In  the  event  that  a  member 
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organization  transfers  one  or  more  member¬ 
ships  to  an  existing  wholly -owned  subsidiary 
or  to  a  corporation  that  owns  100%  of  the 
outstanding  capital  stock  of  the  member  or¬ 
ganization  prior  to  and  at  the  time  of  the 
transfer,  the  transferee  shall  pay  a  transfer 
fee  of  $5 00  to  the  Exchange. 

(vii)  Special  Transfer  Fee.  In  the  event 
that  a  membership  or  memberships  are  sold 
or  transferred  by  a  member  or  a  member 
organization  wMbh  purchased  one  or  more 
Type  “B"  or  Type  "C”  memberships  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  Options  Funding  Plan  of 
197 5,  for  a  period  of  one  year  following  the 
initial  purchase  date  of  such  Type  "B”  or 
Type  “C”  membership  or  memberships,  a 
Special  Transfer  Fee  of  $5,000  shall  be  pay¬ 
able  t*  connection  with  the  transfer  of  a 
membership  by  such  members  or  member  or¬ 
ganizations.  as  follows: 

(a)  Sale  of  Membership.  In  the  event  that 
a  membership  or  memberships  are  sold  by  a 
member  or  member  organization,  the  seller 
shall  pay  to  the  Exchange,  in  addition  to  the 
transfer  fee  set  forth  in  Sec.  9(a)  (i)  of  this 
Buie,  a  Special  Transfer  Fee  for  each  mem¬ 
bership  sold,  up  to  the  number  of  Type  “B” 
and  Type  “O"  memberships  purchased  by  the 
seller  in  oonnection  with  the  Options  Fund¬ 
ing  Plan  of  1975  (less  the  number  of  member¬ 
ships  previously  sold  or  transferred  by  the 
seller  with  respect  to  which  the  Special 
Transfer  Fee  was  paid  to  the  Exchange ). 

(b)  Acquisition  of  a  Member  Organization. 
In  the  event  that  a  member  organization  is 
acquired  by  a  non-member  organization,  by 
merger  or  otherwise,  the  non-member  or¬ 
ganization  shall  pay  to  the  Exchange,  upon 
qualification  as  a^membcr  organization,  a 
Special  Transfer  Fee  for  each  membership 

.  held  by  the  acquired  member  organization 
which  is  activated  (registered  in  the  name 
or  names  of  different  persons  in  the  non¬ 
member  organization  as  members  or  nominee 
members)  during  the  one-year  period  the 
Special  Transfer  Fee  ta  applicable,  up  to  the 
number  of  Type  "B"  and  Type  "G”  member¬ 
ships  purchased  by  the  acquired  member  or¬ 
ganization  in  connection  with  the  Options 
Funding  Plan  of  1975  (less  the  number  of 
memberships  previously  sold  or  transferred 
by  the  acquired  member  organization  with 
respect  to  which  the  Special  Transfer  Fee  was 
paid  to  the  Exchange).  The  transfer  fee  pro¬ 
vided  in  Sec.  9(a)(iv)  of  this  Rule  shall  not 
apply  to  memberships  subject  to  the  Special 
Transfer  Fee  provided  in  this  Sec.  9(a)  (vii) 
(b),  but  it  shall  apply  to  any  memberships 
not  subject  to  the  Special  Transfer  Fee  pro¬ 
vided  in  this  Sec.  9(a)  (vii)  (b)  by  virtue  of 
either  the  limitation  on  the  number  of  mem¬ 
berships  subject  to  the  Special  Transfer  Fee 
or  the  fact  that  they  are  not  activated  ( reg¬ 
istered  in  the  name  or  names  of  different 
persons  in  the  non-member  organization  as 
members  or  nominee  members)  during  the 
one -year  period  the  Special  Transfer  Fee  is 
applicable. 

(c)  Member  Conferring  Privileges  of 
Membership  on  a  Non-Member  Organization. 
In  the  event  that  a  member  confers  the 
privileges  of  his  membership  on  a  non¬ 
member  organization,  the  non-member 
organization  shall  pay  to  the  Exchange,  upon 
qualification  as  a  member  organization,  a 
Special  Transfer  Fee  for  each  membership 
with  respect  to  which  it  has  been  conferred 
the  privileges  of  membership  by  the  mem¬ 
ber,  up  to  the  number  of  Type  "B”  and  Type 
"C”  memberships  purchased  by  the  member 
in  connection  with  the  Options  Funding 
Plan  of  1975  (less  the  number  of  member¬ 
ships  previously  sold  or  transferred  by  the 
member  with  respect  to  which  the  Special 


Transfer  Fee  was  paid  to  the  Exchange).  The 
transfer  fee  provided  in  Sec.  9(a)  (v)  of  this 
Rule  shall  not  apply  to  memberships  subject 
to  the  Special  Transfer  Fee  provided  in  this 
Sec.  9 (a)  (vii)  (c) ,  but  it  shall  apply  to  any 
memberships  not  subject  to  the  Special 
Transfer  Fee  provided  in  this  Sec.  9(a) 
(vii)  (c)  by  virtue  of  either  the  limitation  on 
the  number  of  memberships  subject  to  the 
Special  Transfer  Fee  or  the  fact  that  they 
are  not  activated  ( registered  in  the  name  or 
names  of  different  persons  in  the  non- 
member  organization  as  members  or  nomi¬ 
nee  members)  during  the  one-year  period  the 
Special  Transfer  Fee  is  applicable. 

Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  this 
Sec.  9(a)  (vii),  the  Board  of  Governors  of 
the  Exchange  may  in  its  discretion  waive  all 
or  any  part  of  the  Special  Transfer  Fee  in 
accordance  with  the  terms  of  the  Options  - 
Funding  Plan  of  1975. 

( viii )  Fees  for  Processing  Agreements  with 
Respect  to  Financing  of  Membership.  An  in¬ 
dividual  ( referred  to  as  the  " applicant ”  in 
an  Agreement  with  Respect  to  Financing 
Membership)  with  respect  to  whom  the  bene¬ 
fits  of  membership  are  conferred  or  sought 
to  be  conferred  through  an  Agreement  with 
Respect  to  Financing  Membership  ( also 
known  as,  and  hereinafter  referred  to  as,  an 
"XYZ  Agreement”),  shall  pay  to  the  Ex¬ 
change  a  processing  fee  of  $ 300  upon  the  sub¬ 
mission  of  the  XYZ  Agreement  to  the  Ex¬ 
change.  In  the  event  the  individual  confers 
his  membership  privileges  on  an  existing 
member  organization,  the  processing  fee 
shall  be  $200. 

!  PR  Doc  76-14717  Piled  5-19-76:8:45  am] 


[PUe  No.  81-201  ^ 

UNITED  AIR  LINES,  INC. 

Notice  of  Application  and  Opportunity  for 
Hearing 

May  11,  1976. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  United 
Air  Lines,  Inc.  (“Applicant")  has  filed 
an  application  pursuant  to  Section  12(h) 
of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934, 
as  amended  (the  “1934  Act") ,  for  a  find- 
ing  that  an  exemption  from  the  require¬ 
ment  to  file  reports  pursuant  to  Section 
13  of  the  1934  Act  would  not  be  incon¬ 
sistent  with  the  public  Interest  or  the 
protection  of  investors. 

Section  13  of  the  1934  Act  provides 
that  every  issuer  of  a  security  registered 
pursuant  to  Section  12  of  the  1934  Act 
shall  file  with  the  Commission,  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  such  rules  and  regulations 
as  the  Commission  may  prescribe  as 
necessary  or  appropriate  for  the  proper 
protection  of  Investors  and  to  ensure  fair 
dealing  In  the  security,  such  Information 
and  documents  required  to  be  included  in 
or  filed  with  an  application  or  registra¬ 
tion  statement  filed  pursuant  to  such 
Section  12  and  such  annual  reports  and 
such  quarterly  reports  as  the  Commission 
may  prescribe. 

Section  12(h)  of  the  1934  Act  em¬ 
powers  the  Commission  to  exempt,  in 
whole  or  In  part,  any  issuer  or  class  of 
issuers  from  the  periodic  reporting  pro¬ 
visions  of  Section  13  If  the  Commission 
finds,  by  reason  of  the  number  of  public 
Investors,  amount  of  trading  Interest  in 
the  securities,  income  or  assets  of  the 


issuer  or  otherwise,  that  such  exemption 
is  not  inconsistent  with  the  public  inter¬ 
est  or  the  protection  of  Investors. 

The  Applicant  states,  in  part: 

1.  Applicant,  a  Delaware  corporation, 
is  an  air  carrier  which  is  wholly  owned  by 
UAL,  Inc.  (“UAL”) . 

2.  Applicant  has  outstanding  $82;745,- 
000  principal  amount  of  5%  Subordinat¬ 
ed  Debentures  due  December  1,  1991 
(“5%  Debentures”)  and  $99,221,000  prin¬ 
cipal  amount  of  4Vi%  Subordinated  De¬ 
bentures  due  July  1, 1992  (“4ft  %  Deben¬ 
tures”).  These  Debentures  were  origi¬ 
nally  convertible  into  shares  of  common 
stock  of  Applicant. 

3.  As  a  result  of  a  plan  of  reorganiza¬ 
tion  effected  in  1969  (by  which  Appli¬ 
cant  became  a  wholly  owned  subsidiary 
of  UAL)  supplemental  Indentures  were 
entered  into  which  made  the  Debentures 
convertible  into  shares  of  comomn  stock 
of  UAL,  and  also  made  UAL  primarily 
liable  on  the  Debentures. 

4.  None  of  the  securities  of  Applicant 
(other  than  the  5%  Debentures  and 
4ft%  Debentures)  are  held  by  any  per¬ 
son  other  than  UAL. 

In  the  absence  of  an  exemption,  Appli¬ 
cant  is  required  to  file  certain  periodic 
reports  with  the  Commission  pursuant  to 
Section  13  of  the  1934  Act. 

Accordingly,  Applicant  believes  that 
the  exemption  order  requested  by  It  Is 
appropriate  in  view  of  the  fact  that  none 
of  the  securities  of  the  Applicant  (other 
than  the  Debentures)  are  held  by  any 
person  other  than  UAL  and  that  it  is 
the  1934  Act  Reports  of  UAL  and  not 
those  of  Applicant  In  which  investors 
would  be  primarily  interested.  Addition¬ 
ally,  continued  reporting  would  be  bur¬ 
densome  and  expensive  to  Applicant. 

For  a  more  detailed  statement  of  the 
information  presented,  all  persons  are 
referred  to  said  application  which  is  on 
file  in  the  offices  of  the  Commission  at 
500  North  Capitol  Street,  Washington, 
DC. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  not  later  than  June  4,  1976. 
may  submit  to  the  Commisison  in  writing 
his  views  or  any  substantial  facts  bearing 
on  this  application  or  the  desirability  of 
a  hearing  thereon.  Any  such  communica¬ 
tion  or  request  should  be  addressed  to: 
Secretary,  Securities  and  Exchange  Com¬ 
mission,  500  North  Capitol  Street,  N.W* 
Washington,  D.C.  20549  and  should  state 
briefly  the  nature  of  the  interest  of  the 
person  submitting  such  Information  or 
requesting  the  hearing,  the  reason  for 
such  request,  and  the  issues  of  fact  and 
law  raised  by  the  application  which  he 
desires  to  controvert.  At  any  time  after 
said  date,  an  order  granting  the  applica¬ 
tion  in  whole  or  in  part  may  be  Issued 
upon  request  or  upon  the  Commission’s 
own  motion. 

By  the  Commission. 

Georgs  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary 

(PR  Doc.70-14718  Filed  5- 1 9-70; 8: 45  «m| 
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SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 

BALTIMORE  DISTRICT  ADVISORY 
COUNCIL 

Public  Meeting;  Cancellation 

The  Small  Business  Administration 
Baltimore  District  Advisory  Council  has 
cancelled  its  public  meetings  scheduled 
for  Friday,  May  21,  1976,  and  Saturday, 
May  22,  1976.  For  further  information 
write  or  call  Gerard  J.  Lang,  U.S.  Small 
Business  Administration,  7800  York 
Road,  Towson,  Maryland  21204,  (301) 
922-2150. 

Dated:  May  11, 1976. 

Anthony  S.  Stasio, 
Chief  Counsel  for  Advocacy. 

IFR  Doc.76-14699  Filed  5-19-76:8:46  am) 


[Declaration  o t  Disaster  Loan  Area  No  1242] 

NEW  YORK 

Declaration  of  Disaster  Area 

Monroe,  Wayne  and  adjacent  counties 
within  the  State  of  New  York  constitute 
a  disaster  area  because  of  damage  re¬ 
sulting  from  heavy  rainfall  and  flood¬ 
ing  on  April  15-16, 1976.  Eligible  persons, 
firms  and  organizations  may  file  appli¬ 
cations  for  loans  for  physical  damage 
until  the  close  of  business  on  July  6, 1976, 
and  for  economic  injury  until  the  close 
of  business  on  February  7, 1977,  at: 

Small  Business  Administration, 

District  Office, 

Fayette  and  Salina  Streets, 

Syracuse,  New  York  13202. 

or  other  locally  announced  locations. 

Dated:  May  7,1976. 

Louis  F.  La  un. 

Acting  Administrator. 

|FR  Doc.76-14700  Filed  6-19-76:8:45  am] 


SOUTHWEST  CAPITAL  INVESTMENTS, 
INC. 

[License  No.  06/06-0179] 

Notice  of  Issuance  of  License 

On  March  22,  1976,  a  notice  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  <41  FR 
11909)  stating  that  Southwest  Capital 
Corporation,  127-B  Jefferson,  N.E.,  Albu¬ 
querque,  New  Mexico  87108,  had  filed  an 
application  with  the  Small  Business  Ad¬ 
ministration  (SBA) ,  pursuant  to  Section 
107.102  of  the  Regulations  governing 
small  business  Investment  companies  (13 
C.F.R.  Sec ti cm  107.102(1976)),  for  a  li¬ 
cense  to  operate  as  a  small  business  In¬ 
vestment  company  (SBIC). 

The  notice  also  stated,  among  other 
things,  that  the  applicant  had  agreed  to 
change  its  name  because  of  the  similarity 
to  the  names  of  former  and  existing  Li¬ 
censees. 

Interested  parties  were  given  to  the 
close  of  business,  April  6,  1976,  to  submit 
their  written  comments  to  SBA. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  having  con¬ 
sidered  the  application  and  all  other  per¬ 
tinent  Information,  SBA  has  Issued  Li¬ 


cense  No.  06/06-0179  in  the  (new)  name 
of  Southwest  Capital  Investments,  Inc., 
pursuant  to  Section  301(c)  of  the  Small 
Business  Investment  Act  of  1958,  as 
amended. 

(Catalog  of  Federal. Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  69-011  Small  Business  Investment 
Companies) 

Dated:  May  10, 1976. 

James  Thomas  Phelan, 
Deputy  Associate  Administrator 
for  Investment. 

I  FR  Doc.76-14701  Filed  5-19-76;  8 :45  am  ] 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Notice  No.  51] 

ASSIGNMENT  OF  HEARINGS 

May  17,  1976. 

Cases  assigned  for  hearing,  postpone¬ 
ment,  cancellation  or  oral  argument  ap¬ 
pear  below  and  will  be  published  only 
once.  Thi§  list  contains  prospective  as¬ 
signments  only  and  does  not  include 
cases  previously  assigned  hearing  dates. 
The  hearings  will  be  on  the  issues  as  pres¬ 
ently  reflected  in  the  Official  Docket  of 
the  Commission.  An  attempt  will  be  made 
to  publish  notices  of  cancellation  of  hear¬ 
ings  as  promptly  as  possible,  but  inter¬ 
ested  parties  should  take  appropriate 
steps  to  insure  that  they  are  notified 
of  cancellation  or  postponements  of 
hearings  in  which  they  are  interested. 

MC  138274  (Sub- No.  16),  Shippers  Best  Ex¬ 
press,  Inc.  now  assigned  August  4.  1976,  at 
Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  Is  postponed  in¬ 
definitely. 

MC  108835  Sub-24,  Hyman  Frelgbtways,  Inc., 
now  assigned  June  14,  1976,  at  Kansas  City, 
Mo.,  Is  cancelled  and  transferred  to  modi¬ 
fied  procedure. 

MC— F-l  1327,  National  Freight  Inc.— Con- 
fad — Cross  Transportation,  Inc.;  MC— F— 
11332,  Boston  A  Taunton  Transportation 
Co. — Purchase  Portion — Cross  Transporta¬ 
tion,  Inc.;  MC-F- 11336,  Garton's  Express, 
Inc. — Purchase  (Portion) — Cross  Trans¬ 
portation,  Inc.;  MC-F-11337,  Burgmeyer 
Bros..  Inc. — Purchase  (portion) — Cross 
Transportation,  Inc.;  MC-F-11338,  Ken- 
more  Transportation  Co. — Purchase  (por¬ 
tion)— Cross  Transportation,  Inc.;  MC-F- 
11343,  Towers  Transportation,  Inc. — Pur¬ 
chase  (portion) — Cross  Transportation, 
Inc 4  MC— F-12190  National  Freight,  Inc.— 
Purchase — Northeastern  Trucking  Co.; 
MC-FC- 75620,  CP.  Trucking,  Inc.,  Trans¬ 
feree  8t  Towers  Transportation,  Inc.  Trans¬ 
feror;  MC  1386  Sub-4,  Garton’s  Express, 
me.;  MC  2860  8ub-No.  144,  National 
Freight,  me.;  and  MC— C-7570,  Federal 
Highway  Administration  va.  Cross  Trans¬ 
portation,  Inc.,  now  being  assigned  pre- 
hearing  conference  on  June  10,  1976,  at 
the  Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commislson,  Washington,  D.C. 

MC  116514  (Sub-34),  Edwards  Trucking,  Inc. 
now  being  assigned  September  30,  1976  at 
the  Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  In  Washington,  D.C. 

MC  108341  (Sub-42),  Moss  Trucking  Com¬ 
pany,  me.  now  being  assigned  September 
30,  1976  at  the  Offices  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  In  Washington, 
D.C. 

MC  125335  (Sub-3),  Good-Way,  me.,  appli¬ 
cation  Is  now  being  dismissed. 


MC  118959  (Sub-128),  Jerry  Lipps,  me.  now 
assigned  July  15,  1976  at  Louisville,  Ken¬ 
tucky  is  now  being  cancelled,  application 
dismissed. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

IFR  Doc  76-14849  Filed  5-19-76:8:45  am] 


FOURTH  SECTION  APPLICATION  FOR 
RELIEF 

May  17, 1976. 

An  application,  as  summarized  below, 
has  been  filed  requesting  relief  from  the 
requirements  of  Section  4  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Act  to  permit  common 
carriers  named  or  described  in  the  ap¬ 
plication  to  maintain  higher  rates  and 
charges  at  Intermediate  points  than 
those  sought  to  be  established  at  more 
distant  points. 

Protests  to  the  granting  of  an  ap¬ 
plication  must  be  prepared  in  accordance 
with  Rule  40  of  the  General  Rules  of 
Practice  (49  CFR  1100.40)  and  filed  on 
or  before  June  4, 1976. 

FSA  No.  43164 — Joint  Water-Rail 
Container  Rates — Baltic  Shipping  Com¬ 
pany.  Filed  by  Baltic  Shipping  Company. 
(No.  103),  for  itself  and  interested  rail 
carriers.  Rates  on  general  commodities, 
between  ports  in  Europe,  and  rail  sta¬ 
tions  on  the  U.S.  Atlantic  Coast  Sea¬ 
board. 

Grounds  for  relief — Water  competi¬ 
tion. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc  76-14847  Filed  5-19-76;8:45  am] 


[Notice  No.  62) 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY  APPLICATIONS 

May  12, 1976. 

The  following  are  notices  of  filing  of 
applications  for  temporary  authority  un¬ 
der  Section  210a(a)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  provided  for  under  the 
provisions  of  49  CFR  S  1131.3.  These 
rules  provide  that  an  original  and  six 
(6)  copies  of  protests  to  an  application 
may  be  filed  with  the  field  official  named 
in  the  Federal  Register  publication  no 
later  than  the  15th  calendar  day  after 
the  date  the  notice  of  *he  filing  of  the 
application  Is  published  in  the  Federal 
Register.  One  copy  of  the  protest  must 
be  served  on  the  applicant,  or  its  au¬ 
thorized  representative,  if  any,  and  the 
protestant  must  certify  that  such  serv¬ 
ice  has  been  made.  The  protest  must 
identify  the  operating  authority  upon 
which  it  is  predicated,  specifying  the 
“MC”  docket  and  “Sub”  number1  and 
quoting  the  particular  portion  of  au¬ 
thority  upon  which  it  relies.  Also,  the 
protestant  shall  specify  the  service  it 
can  and  will  provide  and  the  amount  and 
type  of  equipment  it  will  make  available 
for  use  in  connection  with  the  service 
contemplated  by  the  TA  application.  The 
weight  accorded  a  protest  shall  be  gov- 
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emed  by  the  completeness  and  perti¬ 
nence  of  the  protestant’s  information. 

Except  as  otherwise  specifically  noted, 
each  applicant  states  that  there  will  be 
no  significant  effect  on  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  resulting  from  ap¬ 
proval  of  its  application. 

A  copy  of  the  application  is  on  file, 
and  can  be  examined  at  the  Office  of  the 
Secretary,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  and  also  in 
the  I.C.C.  Field  Office  to  which  protests 
are  to  be  transmitted. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Property 

No.  MC  48948  (Sub-No.  7TA)  (Correc¬ 
tion),  filed  April  8,  1976,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  issue  of  April  28, 
1976,  republished  as  corrected  this  issue. 
Applicant:  THE  HOCKING  CARTAGE 
COMPANY,  R.R.  2,  Logan,  Ohio  43138. 
Applicant’s  representative:  James  M. 
Burtch,  100  East  Broad  St.,  Columbus. 
Ohio  43215.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Glass  cuUet,  in  dump  vehicles,  from  the 
plantslte  of  the  Mattoon  Lamp  plant  of 
The  General  Electric  Company,  at  or 
near  Mattoon,  m.,  to  the  plantslte  of  the 
Logan  Glass  Plant  of  The  General  Elec¬ 
tric  Company,  at  or  near  Logan,  Ohio, 
for  180  days.  Applicant  has  also  filed  an 
underlying  ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days 
of  operating  authority.  Supporting  ship¬ 
per:  Logan  Glass  Plant,  The  General 
Electric  Company,  Box  699,  Logan, 
Ohio  32138.  Send  protests  to:  Frank  L. 
Calvary,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  220  Federal 
Bldg.,  b  U.S.  Courthouse,  8.5  Marconi 
Blvd.,  Columbus,  Ohio  43215.  Hie  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  republication  is  to  correctly 
show  the  authority  sought  in  this 
proceeding. 

No.  MC  78400  (Sub-No.  48TA),  filed 
May  3.  1976.  Applicant:  BEAUFORT 
TRANSFER  COMPANY,  P.O.  Box  151, 
Gerald,  Mo.  63037.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative  :  John  E.  Burruss,  Jr.,  Central 
Trust  Bldg.,  P.O.  Box  1069,  Jefferson 
City,  Mo.  65101.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities  (except  those 
of  unusual  value.  Classes  A  and  B  ex¬ 
plosives,  commodities  la  bulk,  and  house¬ 
hold  goods,  over  regular  routes  serving 
the  facilities  of  Union  Electric  Company, 
at  or  near  Reform,  Mo.,  as  an  off-route 
point  in  connection  with  applicant’s 
presently  authorized  regular  route  oper¬ 
ation.  Applicant  intends  to  tack  its  ex¬ 
isting  authority  with  MC  78400,  appli¬ 
cant  also  intends  to  interline  at  St.  Louis, 
for  180  days.  Applicant  has  also  filed  an 
underlying  ETTA  seeking  up  to  90  days 
of  operating  authority.  Supporting  ship¬ 
per:  Union  Electric  Company,  P.O.  Box 
149, 1901  Gratiot  St.,  St.  Louis,  Mo.  63166. 
Send  protests  to:  J.  P.  Werthmann,  Dis¬ 
trict  Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Room  1465,  210  N.  12th  St., 
St.  Louis,  Mo.  63101. 

No.  MC  100666  (Sub-No.  319TA) ,  filed 
May  S.  1976.  Applicant:  MELTON 


TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  7666, 
Shreveport,  La.  71107.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Dean  Williamson,  280  Na¬ 
tional  Foundation  Life  Bldg.,  3535  NW. 
58th  St.,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73112. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Footrvalks, 
from  Gulfport,  Miss.,  to  points  in  Ar¬ 
kansas,  Louisiana,  Oklahoma,  and  Texas, 
for  180  days.  Applicant  has  also  filed  an 
underlying  ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of 
operating  authority.  Supporting  shipper: 
IKG  Industries,  a  division  of  Horsco 
Corporation,  P.O.  Box  479,  Nashville, 
Tenn.  37202.  Send  protests  to:  Ray  C. 
Armstrong,  Jr.,  District  Supervisor,  9038 
Federal  Bldg.,  701  Loyola  Ave.,  New  Or¬ 
leans,  La.  70113. 

No.  MC  117574  (Sub-No.  275TA),  filed 
May  4,  1976.  Applicant:  DAILY  EX¬ 
PRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  39,  Carlisle,  Pa. 
17013.  Applicant’s  representative:  James 
W.  Hagar,  P.O.  Box  1166,  Harrisburg, 
Pa.  17108.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Buildings,  building  panels,  building 
parts,  and  materials,  accessories,  and 
supplies  used  in  the  installation,  erec¬ 
tion,  and  construction  of  buildings, 
building  panels  and  building  parts  (ex¬ 
cept  commodities  in  bulk),  from  the 
plantslte  and  storage  facilities  of  Butler 
Manufacturing  Company,  located  at 
AnnviUe  (Lebanon  County),  Pa.,  to 
points  in  Connecticut.  Delaware,  the 
District  of  Columbia,  Kentucky,  Maine. 
Maryland,  Massachusetts,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  North  Car¬ 
olina,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island, 
Tennessee,  Vermont,  Virginia,  and  West 
Virginia,  restricted  to  traffic  originating 
at  the  above-named  plantslte  and  stor¬ 
age  faculties,  for  180  days.  Applicant  has 
also  filed  an  underlying  ETA  seeking  up 
to  90  days  of  operating  authority.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper:  Butler  Manufacturing 
Co.,  AnnviUe,  Pa.  Send  protests  to:  Rob¬ 
ert  P.  Amerine,  District  Supervisor,  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Commission,  278 
Federal  Bldg.,  P.O.  Box  869,  Harrisburg, 
Pa.  17108. 

No.  MC  118159  (Sub-No.  174TA),  filed 
May  3,  1976.  Applicant:  NATIONAL  RE¬ 
FRIGERATED  TRANSPORT.  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  51366,  Dawson  Station,  Tulsa,  Okla. 
74151.  Applicant’s  representative:  NeU  A. 
DuJardln,  P.O.  Box  2298,  Green  Bay,  Wis. 
54306.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Novelty 
ice  cream  products  and  water  ices  (except 
in  bulk),  in  mechanically-refrigerated 
trailers,  from  Ocala,  Fla.,  to  points  in 
Alabama,  Georgia,  Tennessee,  North 
Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Virginia,  West 
Virginia,  Kentucky,  Maryland,  Delaware, 
Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  New  Jersey, 
New  York.  Maine,  New  Hampshire,  Ver¬ 
mont,  Massachusetts,  Connecticut,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia,  for  180  days. 
Applicant  has  also  filed  an  underlying 
ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operating 
authority.  Supporting  shipper:  Gold 
Bond  Ice  Cream,  808  Pakerland  Drive, 


Green  Bay,  Wis.  54303.  Send  protests  to: 
Joe  Green,  District  Supervisor,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of 
Operations,  Room  240,  Old  Post  Office 
Bldg.,  215  NW.  3rd  St.,  Oklahoma  City, 
Okla.  73102. 

No.  MC  119669  (Sub-No.  56TA)  (Cor¬ 
rection)  ,  filed  April  9,  1976,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  issue  of  April  23, 
1976,  republished  as  corrected  this  issue. 
Applicant:  TEMP  CO  TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  254,  Plainfield,  tad. 
46168.  Applicant’s  representative:  O. 
James  Bonnette  (same  address  as  ap¬ 
plicant)  .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Meats, 
meat  products,  and  meat  by-products, 
and  articles  distributed  by  meat  packing¬ 
houses,  as  described  in  Sections  A  and  C 
of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descrip¬ 
tions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61 
M.C.C.  209  and  768  (except  hides  and 
commodities  in  bulk) ,  from  the  plantslte 
and/or  storage  facilities  utilized  by  Iowa 
Beef  Processors,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Amarillo, 
Tex.,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Colorado, 
Connecticut,  Delaware,  the  District  of 
Columbia,  Florida,  Georgia,  Illinois,  In¬ 
diana,  Iowa,  Kansas.  Kentucky,  Maine, 
Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Michigan. 
Minnesota,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  New 
Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  North 
Carolina,  North  Dakota.  Ohio,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  Rhode  Island.  South  Carolina, 
Tennessee,  Vermont,  Virginia,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  Wisconsin,  and  South  Dakota,  for 
180  days.  Supporting  shipper:  Iowa  Beef 
Processors,  Inc.,  Dakota  City,  Nebr. 
68731.  Send  protests  to:  Fran  Sterling, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Fed¬ 
eral  Bldg.,  b  UJS.  Courthouse,  46  East 
Ohio  St.,  Room  429  Indianapolis,  tad. 
The  purpose  of  this  republication  is  to 
correct  the  territorial  description. 

No.  MC  123056  (Sub-No.  3TA),  filed 
May  5,  1976.  Applicant:  GENE  McGIN- 
NIS,  doing  business  as  FREDONIA 
TRUCK  LINE,  Highway  96  and  Jackson 
St.,  Fredonla.  Kans.  66736.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Laurel  D.  McClellan,  P.O. 
Box  478,  Fredonla,  Kans.  66736.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Soybean  meal  and 
soybean  mill  run,  from  Fredonla,  Kans., 
to  points  in  Arkansas,  Missouri  (except 
St.  Louis),  Oklahoma,  and  Texas  (ex¬ 
cept  points  in  Brazoria,  Chambers,  Fort 
Bend,  Galveston.  Harris,  Liberty,  Mont¬ 
gomery,  and  Waller  Counties,  Tex.), 
under  a  continuing  contract  with  Archer- 
Danlels-Mldland  Company,  for  180  days. 
Applicant  has  also  filed  an  underlying 
ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operat¬ 
ing  authority.  Supporting  shipper:  Arch- 
er-Daniels-Midland  Company,  209  West 
Adams,  P.O.  Box  558,  Fredonla,  Kans. 
66736.  Send  protests  to:  M.  E.  Taylor, 
District  Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  501  Petroleum  Bldg.,  Wich¬ 
ita,  Kans.  67202. 

No.  MC  126489  (Sub-No.  30TA),  filed 
May  3,  1976.  Applicant:  GASTON  FEED 
TRANSPORTS,  INC..  P.O.  Box  1066. 
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Hutchinson,  Kans.  66603.  Applicant’s 
representative:  John  E.  Jandera,  641 
Harrison  St..  Topeka,  Kans.  66603.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Dry  animal  feed 
(except  salt  and  salt  products),  from 
Hutchinson.  Kans.,  to  points  in  Alabama, 
Arkansas,  Colorado,  Florida,  Georgia, 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Louisiana,  Mis¬ 
sissippi,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  Nebraska, 
New  Mexico,  North  Dakota,  Ohio,  Okla¬ 
homa,  South  Dakota,  Tennessee,  Texas, 
and  Wisconsin,  for  180  days.  Applicant 
has  also  filed  an  underlying  ETA  seek¬ 
ing  up  to  90  days  of  operating  authority. 
Supporting  shipper:  Kal-Kan  Foods, 
Inc.,  3386  East  44th  St.,  Vernon,  Calif. 
90058.  Send  protests  to:  M.  E.  Taylor, 
District  Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  501  Petroleum  Bldg., 
Wichita,  Kans.  67202. 

No.  MC  128652  (Sub-No.  12TA)  (Cor¬ 
rection)  ,  filed  March  30.  1976,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of  April 
23, 1976,  republished  as  corrected  this  is¬ 
sue.  Applicant:  LARSON  TRANSFER  & 
STORAGE  CO.,  INC.,  950  West  94th  St., 
Minneapolis,  Minn.  55431.  Applicant’s 
representative:  F.  H.  Kroeger,  1745  Uni¬ 
versity  Ave.,  St.  Paul,  Minn.  55104.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Lawn  and  gar¬ 
den  maintenance  equipment,  snowblow¬ 
ers,  and  attachments  for  lawn  and  gar¬ 
den  maintenance  equipment  and  snow¬ 
blowers,  and  parts,  materials,  and  sup¬ 
plies  used  in  the  manufacture  of  lawn 
and  garden  maintenance  equipment  and 
snowblowers,  between  Minneapolis, 
Burnsville,  Brooklyn  Park,  Windom, 
Minn.,  and  Tomah,  Wis.,  and  their  com¬ 
mercial  zones;  (2)  Parts,  material  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
lawn  and  garden  maintenance  equipment 
and  snowblowers,  between  Minneapolis, 
Burnsville,  Brooklyn  Park,  and  Windom, 
Minn.,  and  Tomah,  Wis.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  Mankato,  Madelia,  Shalopee,  St. 
James  and  St.  Cloud,  Minn.;  Crafton 
and  New  Holstein,  Wis.,  on  the  other, 
and  the  comjnercial  zones  thereof.  Re¬ 
strictions:  (a)  The  operations  author¬ 
ized  herein  are  limited  to  a  transporta¬ 
tion  service  to  be  performed  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract  or  contracts  with  the 
Toro  Company  of  Bloomington,  Minn.; 
(b)  the  authority  named  in  (2)  above  will 
not  apply  on  internal  combustion  en¬ 
gines  from  New  Holstein  and  Grafton, 
Wis.,  to  Windom,  Minn.;  and  (c)  the 
authority  named  in  (1)  above  will  not 
apply  on  parts,  materials,  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  of  lawn  or  gar¬ 
den  maintenance  equipment,  Including 
snowblowers  and  attachments  for  the 
above-named  commodities  between  Min¬ 
neapolis  and  St.  Paul,  Minn.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and.  on  the  other,  Windom,  Minn., 
on  shipments  having  a  prior  or  subse¬ 
quent  movement  by  air  freight,  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shipper:  The  Toro 
Company,  8111  Lyndale  Ave.  South, 
Bloomington,  Minn.  55420.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  A.  N.  Bpath,  District  Supervisor, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Bu¬ 


reau  of  Operations,  414  Federal  Bldg.,  <i 
U.S.  Courthouse,  110  South  Fourth  St., 
Minneapolis,  Minn.  55401.  The  purpose  of 
this  republication  is  to  correct  the  re¬ 
striction  in  this  proceeding. 

No.  MC  134564  (Sub-No.  4TA) ,  filed 
May  3,  1976.  Applicant:  GLOVER 

TRUCKING  CORP.,  P.O.  Box  7206,  Hol¬ 
land  Station,  Suffolk,  Va.  23437.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Charles  Ephraim, 
Suite  600,  1250  Connecticut  Ave.  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20036.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Agricultural  pesticides  and 
emulsifiers  used  in  connection  therewith 
(except  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles) ;  (1) 
from  Miami  and  Orlando.  Fla.;  Atlanta 
and  Bainbridge,  Ga.;  Wyoming,  Ill.;  Ope¬ 
lousas,  La.;  Cockeysville,  Md.;  Green¬ 
ville,  Miss.;  Dayton  and  Edison,  N.J.; 
Ayden.  Goldsboro,  and  Greensboro,  N.C.; 
Columbus,  Ohio;  Bamberg  and  Charles¬ 
ton,  S.C.,  to  points  in  Rockingham,  Au¬ 
gusta,  Page,  Nelson,  Greene,  Albemarle, 
Madison,  Spotsylvania,  Caroline,  Essex, 
and  Richmond  Counties,  Va.,  points  in 
Virginia  in,  east,  and  south  of  Brunswick, 
Dinwiddle,  Chesterfield,  Henrico,  New 
Kent,  James  City,  and  York  Counties,  Va., 
and  the  city  of  Richmond,  Va.,  and  points 
in  North  Carolina  in,  east,  and  north  of 
Northampton,  Halifax,  Nash,  Wilson, 
Wayne,  Lenoir,  Craven,  and  Carteret 
Counties,  and  (2)  from  Holland  Station, 
Suffolk,  Va.,  to  points  in  North  Carolina 
in,  east,  and  north  of  Northampton,  Hali¬ 
fax,  Nash,  Wilson,  Wayne,  Lenoir,  Cra¬ 
ven,  and  Carteret  Counties.  Restriction: 
The  above  transportation  service  is 
limited  to  that  performed  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract  or  contracts  with  Glov¬ 
er  Fertilizer  ft  Grain  Corp.  of  Holland 
Station,  Suffolk,  Va.,  for  180  days.  Appli¬ 
cant  has  also  filed  an  underlying  ETA 
seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operating  author¬ 
ity.  Supporting  shipper:  Morris  H.  Glov¬ 
er,  Glover  Fertilizer  &  Grain  Corp.,  P.O. 
Box  7206,  Holland  Station,  Suffolk,  Va. 
23437.  Send  protests  to:  Paul  D.  Collins, 
District  Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Bureau  of  Operations, 
Room  10-502,  Federal  Bldg.,  Richmond, 
Va.  23240. 

No.  MC  135797  (Sub-No.  53TA),  filed 
May  3,  1976.  Applicant:  J.  B.  HUNT 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  200, 
Lowell,  Ark.  72745.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  L.  C.  Cypert,  204  Highway  71 
North,  Suite  3,  Springdale,  Ark.  72764. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Oil  absorbents, 
padding,  and  cushioning  materials;  (2) 
waltboard,  insulation,  and  insulation 
materials,  and  (3)  Mulch;  also  equip¬ 
ment,  materials,  and  accessories  used  in 
installation  or  application  of  commodi¬ 
ties  named  in  (2)  and  (3),  from  the 
plantslte  and  warehouse  facilities  of 
Conwed  Corporation,  Cloquet,  Minn.,  to 
points  in  Arizona,  California,  Colorado, 
Idaho,  Montana,  Nevada,  New  Mexico, 
Utah,  Oregon,  Washington,  and  Wyo¬ 
ming,  for  180  days.  Applicant  has  also 
filed  an  underlying  ETA  seeking  up  to  90 


days  of  operating  authority.  Supporting 
shipper:  Conwed  Corporation,  Cloquet, 
Minn.  55720.  Send  protests  to:  William 
H.  Land,  Jr.,  District  Supervisor,  3108 
Federal  Office  Bldg.,  700  West  Capitol, 
Little  Rock,  Ark.  72201. 

No.  MC  138835  (Sub-No.  21TA),  filed 
May  4,  1976.  Applicant:  EASTERN 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORT,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  472,  Harrisonburg,  Va.  22801. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Harry  J. 
Jordan,  1000  16th  St.  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20036.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Frozen  foods,  between  Crozet,  Va.,  and 
Russellville,  Ark.,  restricted  to  ship¬ 
ments  originating  at  and  destined  to 
Morton  Frozen  Foods  Division  of  ITT 
Continental  Baking  Company,  Inc.,  at 
the  above-named  points;  and  (2)  frozen 
bread  dough,  from  the  plantslte  and 
facilities  of  Witte rau  and  Company,  at 
or  near  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  to  the  plantsite 
and  facilities  of  Morton  Frozen  Foods 
Division  of  ITT  Continental  Baking 
Company,  Inc.,  at  Russellville,  Ark.,  re¬ 
stricted  to  the  above-named  plantsites 
and  facilities,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  Morton  Frozen  Foods,  Division 
of  ITT  Continental  Baking  Co.,  Inc.,  P.O. 
Box  7547,  Charlottesville,  Va.  22906. 
Send  protests  to:  Danny  R.  Beeler,  Dis¬ 
trict  Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Bureau  of  Operations,  P.O. 
Box  210,  Roanoke,  Va.  24011. 

No.  MC  139495  (Sub-No.  145TA) ,  filed 
May  3,  1976.  Applicant:  NATIONAL 
CARRIERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1358,  Lib¬ 
eral,  Kans.  67901.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Herbert  Alan  Dubin,  1819  H  St., 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20006.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Toys  and  games,  from  the 
plantsite  and  storage  facilities  of  the 
Milton  Bradley  Company,  located  at  or 
near  East  Longmeadow,  Mass.,  and 
Voorheesville,  N.Y.,  to  points  in  Ohio, 
Indiana,  Illinois,  Michigan,  Wisconsin, 
Minnesota.  Iowa,  Missouri,  Oklahoma, 
Kansas,  Texas,  North  Dakota,  South 
Dakota,  Nebraska,  Wyoming,  Colorado, 
New  Mexico,  Montana,  Washington, 
Oregon,  Idaho,  California,  Nevada, 
Utah,  Arizona,  Louisiana,  and  Arkansas, 
for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper:  Milton 
Bradley  Company,  443  Shaker  Road,  E. 
Longmeadow,  Mass.  01028.  Send  Protests 
to:  M.  E.  Taylor,  District  Supervisor, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  501 
Petroleum  Bldg.,  Wichita,  Kans.  67202. 

No.  MC  139541  (Sub-No.  3TA),  filed 
May  4,  1976.  Applicant:  JOSEPH- 

RAIMO  HI,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  321,  Temple, 
Pa.  19560.  Applicant’s  representative: 
John  W.  Dry,  541  Penn  St.,  Reading,  Pa. 
19601.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Foundry 
sand  and  foundry  supplies  for  Interna¬ 
tional  Foundry  Supply,  Inc,  Reading, 
Pa.,  between  Reading,  Pa,  on  the  one 
hand,  and  Chicago,  HL;  Cleveland. 
Ohio;  Milwaukee,  Wis.;  Green  Moun- 
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tain,  N.C.;  Dearborn,  Mich.  ;  Port  Worth, 
Tex.,  and  points  In  Maryland  and  New 
Jersey,  under  a  continuing  contract  with 
International  Foundry  Supply,  Inc.,  for 
180  days.  Supporting  shipper:  Interna¬ 
tional  Foundry  Supply,  Inc.,  400  Oarton 
Ave.,  Reading,  Pa.  Send  protests  to: 
Monica  A.  Blodgett,  Transportation  As¬ 
sistant,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  600  Arch  St.,  Room  3238,  Philadel¬ 
phia,  Pa.  19106. 

No.  MC  140952  (Sub-No.  1TA>,  filed 
May  3,  1976.  Applicant:  HELEN  G.  LEE, 
doing  business  as  REFRIGERATED 
EXPRESS,  1209  Kanawha  Terrace, 
Huntington,  W.  Va.  25701.  Applicant’s 
representative:  John  M.  Friedman,  2930 
Putnam  Ave.,  Hurricane,  W.  Va.  25526. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Candy  or  confec¬ 
tionery  and  medicinal  candies,  moving 
in  refrigerated  equipment,  from  Hunt¬ 
ington,  W.  Va.,  to  points  in  Bland,  Taze¬ 
well,  Montgomery,  and  Giles  Counties, 
Va.;  Gallia,  Lawrence,  and  Washington 
Counties,  Ohio;  Pike,  Boyd,  and  Law¬ 
rence  Counties,  Ky.;  and  Mercer,  Mc¬ 
Dowell,  Wyoming,  Raleigh,  Mingo, 
Logan,  Wayne,  Lincoln,  Boone,  Fayette, 
Nicholas,  Clay,  Kanawha,  Putnam, 
Cabell,  Mason,  Roane,  Calhoun,  Gilmer, 
Braxton,  Lewis,  Harrison,  Doddridge, 
Ritchie,  Wirt,  and  Wood  Counties,  W. 
Va.,  for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper: 
Gary  E.  Niemeyer,  Traffic  Manager, 
Hollywood  Brands  Division,  Consoli¬ 
dated  Foods,  Inc.,  836  South  Chestnut, 
Central! a.  Ill.  62801.  Send  protests  to: 
H.  R.  White,  District  Supervisor,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  3108  Fed¬ 
eral  Office  Bldg.,  500  Quarrier  St., 
Charleston,  W.  Va.  25301. 

No.  MC  141972  (Sub-No.  1TA) ,  filed 
April  28,  1976.  Applicant:  BEVERLY 
HUGH  COMMINS,  doing  business  as 
COMMINS  TRANSPORT  INC.,  Rt.  1, 
Box  52-B,  King  William,  Va.  23086.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Beverly  Hugh 
Commins  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Malt  bev¬ 
erages  and  the  return  of  empty  con¬ 
tainers,  from  Williamsburg,  Va.,  to 
Washington,  D.C.,  and  its  comerclal  zone, 
for  180  days.  Applicant  has  also  filed  an 
underlying  ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of 
operating  authority.  Supporting  shipper: 
Rocco  Fran  chi.  Traffic  Manager,  An¬ 
heuser-Busch,  Inc.,  P.O.  Drawer  U,  Wil¬ 
liamsburg,  Va.  23185.  Send  protests  to: 
Paul  D.  Collins,  District  Supervisor,  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Commission,  Bureau 
of  Operations,  Room  10-502  Federal 
Bldg.,  400  North  8th  St.,  Richmond,  Va. 
23240. 

No.  MC  142022TA,  filed  May  3,  1976. 
Applicant:  FRED  LAFLAIR,  Route  No.  2, 
Canton,  N.Y.  13617.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Roy  D.  Pinsky,  345  South 
Warren  8t.f  Syracuse,  N.Y.  13202.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Dry  animal  and 


poultry  feed,  in  bulk,  in  vehicles  equipped 
with  self-unloading  devices  for  blower 
delivery  from  shipper’s  plant  in  Town 
of  Gouvemeur  (St.  Lawrence  County), 
N.Y.,  to  Sheldon  Junction,  Vt.;  Returned, 
refused,  and  refected  shipments  on  re¬ 
turn,  for  180  days.  Applicant  has  also 
filed  an  underlying  ETA  seeking  up  to  90 
days  of  operating  authority.  Supporting 
shipper:  R.  E.  Christopher,  Purchasing/ 
Traffic  Manager,  Allied  Mills,  Inc.,  P.O. 
Box  277,  Alexander,  N.Y.  14005.  Send 
protests  to:  Morris  H.  Gross,  District  Su¬ 
pervisor,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  Room  104,  301  Erie  Blvd.,  West 
Syracuse,  N.Y.  13202. 

No.  MC  142023TA,  filed  May  3,  1976. 
Applicant:  DALTON  EQUIPMENT 

LIMITED,  Highway  2  East,  Box  458,  Til¬ 
bury,  Ontario,  Canada.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  John  W.  Bryant,  900  Guard¬ 
ian  Bldg.,  Detroit,  Mich.  48226.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Tractors  (except  trac¬ 
tors  equipped  with  vehicle  beds,  bed 
frames,  or  fifth  wheels) ;  and  (2)  agri¬ 
cultural  implements,  attachments,  and 
tractor  parts,  in  mixed  loads  with  trac¬ 
tors  as  described  in  (1)  above,  from  the 
plantsites  of  Massey-Ferguson,  Inc.,  at 
Detroit  and  Dearborn,  Mich.,  to  the  In¬ 
ternational  Boundary  between  the 
United  States  and  Canada,  at  Detroit, 
Mich.,  restricted  to  shipments  originat¬ 
ing  at  the  above-named  plantsites  and 
destined  to  farm  equipment  dealers  at 
points  in  Ontario,  Canada,  lying  on  and 
south  of  Kings  Highway  No.  86,  between 
Guelph  and  Lake  Huron,  and  on,  south, 
and  west  of  Kings  Highway  No.  6  be¬ 
tween  Guelph  and  Port  Dover,  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shippers :  There  are  ap¬ 
proximately  6  statements  of  support  at¬ 
tached  to  the  application,  which  may  be 
examined  at  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  in  Washington,  D.C.,  or 
copies  thereof  which  may  be  examined 
at  the  field  office  named  below.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  Melvin  F,  Kirsch,  District  Su¬ 
pervisor,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  Bureau  of  Operations,  110  Brode¬ 
rick  Tower,  10  Witherell,  Detroit,  Mich. 
48226.  * 

No.  MC  142026TA,  filed  April  19,  1976. 
Applicant:  RAY  KUMPF,  doing  business 
as  A.  &  R.  TRANSPORT,  7321  South  78th 
St.,  Omaha,  Nebr.  68128.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Ray  Kumpf  (same  address 
es  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehi¬ 
cle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
New  and  used  trailers  and  semi-trailers 
and  parts  thereof,  in  primary  and  sec¬ 
ondary  movement,  from  Elk  Point,  S. 
Dak.;  Sioux  City,  Iowa;  and  Omaha, 
Nebr.,  to  points  in  Nebraska,  Kansas, 
Oklahoma,  Texas,  Arkansas,  and  Iowa; 
and  from  Brady,  Tex.;  Camden  and  Ash¬ 
down,  Ark.;  Oklahoma  City  and  Tulsa, 
Okla.;  Great  Bend,  Kans.;  to  Omaha, 
Nebr.,  and  Oklahoma  City,  Okla,  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shipper:  Gaston 
Breazeale,  General  Partner,  American 
Semi-Trailers  of  Iowa,  1705  W.  South 


Omaha,  Bridge  Road,  Council  Bluffs, 
Iowa  51501.  Send  protests  to:  Carroll 
Russell,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Suite  620,  110 
North  14th  St.,  Omaha,  Nebr.  68102. 

No.  MC  142027TA,  filed  May  3,  1976. 
Applicant:  R.  L.  DRAYMEN  LTD.,  261) 
County  Line  Road,  Medina,  N.Y.  14103. 
Applicant’s  representative:  S.  Micheal 
Richards,  44  North  Ave.,  Webster,  N.Y. 
14580.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Automo¬ 
tive  parts  and  accessories,  from  Williams- 
ville,  N.Y.,  to  Albion,  Bradford,  Corry, 
Coudersport,  Edinboro,  Erie,  Kane,  Port 
Allegany,  Ridgway,  Sheffield.  Shingle- 
house,  Warren,  Westfield,  and  Youngs- 
ville,  Pa.,  under  a  continuing  contract 
with  NAPA  Buffalo,  Division  of  Genuine 
Parts  Company,  for  180  days.  Applicant 
has  also  filed  an  underlying  ETA  seeking 
up  to  90  days  of  operating  authority. 
Supporting  shipper:  NAPA  Buffalo,  Di¬ 
vision  of  Genuine  Parts  Company,  2401 
Wehrle  Drive,  Williamsville,  N.Y.  14221. 
Send  protests  to:  George  M.  Parker,  Dis¬ 
trict  Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Bureau  of  Operations,  910 
Federal  Bldg.,  Ill  West  Huron  St.,  Buf¬ 
falo,  N.Y.  14202. 

By  the  Commission. 

I  seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

IFR  Doc. 70-14846  Filed  5-19-76,8:45  am] 


[Notice  No.  251] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  BOARD  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

The  following  publications  include 
motor  carrier,  water  carrier,  broker,  and 
freight  forwarder  transfer  applications 
filed  under  Section  212(b),  206(a),  211, 
312(b),  and  410(g)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act. 

Each  application  (except  as  otherwise 
specifically  noted)  contains  a  statement 
by  applicants  that  there  will  be  no  sig¬ 
nificant  effect  on  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  resulting  from  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  application. 

Protests  against  approval  of  the  ap¬ 
plication,  which  may  Include  a  request 
for  oral  hearing,  must  be  filed  with  the 
Commission  within  30-days  after  the 
date  of  this  publication.  Failure  season¬ 
ably  to  file  a  protest  will  be  construed 
as  a  waiver  of  opposition  and  participa¬ 
tion  in  the  proceeding.  A  protest  must  be 
served  upon  applicants'  representa¬ 
tive^),  or  applicants  (if  no  such  repre¬ 
sentative  is  named) ,  and  the  protestant 
must  certify  that  such  service  has  been 
made. 

Unless  otherwise  specified,  the  signed 
original  and  six  copies  of  the  protest 
shall  be  filed  with  the  Commission.  All 
protests  must  specify  with  particularity 
the  factual  basis  and  the  section  of  the 
Act,  or  the  applicable  rule  governing  the 
proposed  transfer  which  protestant  be¬ 
lieves  would  preclude  approval  of  the 
application.  If  the  protest  contains  a  re¬ 
quest  for  oral  hearing,  the  request  shall 
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be  supported  by  an  explanation  as  to  why 
the  evidence  sought  to  be  presented  can¬ 
not  reasonably  be  submitted  through 
the  use  of  affidavits. 

The  operating  rights  set  forth  below 
are  in  synopses  form,  but  are  deemed 
sufficient  to  place  interested  persons  on 
notice  of  the  proposed  transfer. 

No  MC-PC-76478,  filed  April  30,  1976. 
Transferee:  Timothy  P.  Huppert,  Route 
2.  Ellsworth,  Wis.  54011.  Transferor: 
John  B.  Klecker,  Route  2,  Ellsworth,  Wis. 
54011.  Applicants’  representative:  P.  H. 
Kroeger.  Practitioner,  1745  University 
Ave.,  St.  Paul,  Minn.  55104.  Authority 
sought  for  purchase  by  transferee  of  the 
operating  rights  of  transferor,  as  set 
forth  in  Certificate  No.  MC  64897  (Sub- 
No.  1) ,  issued  August  27, 1942,  as  follows: 
farm  machinery,  twine,  feed,  furniture, 
lumber,  and  building  materials,  from 
St.  Paul  and  South  St.  Paul.  Minn.,  to 
points  (other  than  municipalities)  in  the 
above-specified  Wisconsin  Towns,  to  Red 
Wing,  and  Lake  City,  Minn.;  and  live¬ 
stock,  between  points  (other  than  mu¬ 
nicipalities)  in  the  above-specified  Wis¬ 
consin  Towns,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other.  South  St.  Paul  and  Newport, 
Minn.  Transferee  presently  holds  no  au¬ 
thority  from  this  Commission.  Applica¬ 
tion  has  not  been  filed  for  temporary 
authority  under  Section  210a  (b). 

No.  MC-PC-76530,  filed  May  13,  1976. 
Transferee:  Theodore  E.  Malec,  doing 
business  as  Pierre  Bus  Tours,  391  Wood¬ 
land  Street,  Windsor  Locks,  Conn.  06096. 
Transferor :  George  St.  Pierre,  doing 
business  as  George  St.  Pierre,  27  Kent 
St.,  Plainville,  Conn.  06062.  Applicants' 
representative:  Thomas  W.  Murrett,  At- 
tomey-at-Law,  342  North  Main  St.,  West 
Hartford,  Conn.  06117.  Authority  sought 
for  purchase  by  transferee  of  the  oper¬ 
ating  rights  of  transferor,  as  set  forth  in 
Licenses  Nos.  MCT2572  (Sub-No.  1)  and 
MC  12572  (Sub-No.  3),  issued  by  the 
Commission  June  30,  1964,  and  May  10, 
1974,  as  follows:  Operations  as  a  broker 
at  Plainville,  Conn.,  in  connection  with 
the  transportation  by  motor  vehicles  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  of  pas¬ 
sengers  and  their  baggage,  between  Dan¬ 
bury,  Waterbury,  and  Hartford,  Conn., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Alabama,  Connecticut,  Dela¬ 
ware.  Florida,  Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Maine,  Maryland, 
Massachusetts,  Michigan.  Mississippi, 
New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
North  Carolina,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Island,  South  Carolina,  Tennessee, 
Vermont,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  Wis¬ 
consin,  and  the  District  of  Columbia; 
and  passengers  and  their  baggage,  in 
round-trip  tours,  beginning  and  ending 
at  points  in  Hartford  and  New  Haven 
Counties,  Conn.,  and  extending  to  points 
in  the  above-specified  states.  Transferee 
presently  holds  no  authority  from  this 
Commission.  Application  has  not  been 
filed  for  temporary  authority. 

LsealI  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc  76-14848  Piled  6-19-76:8:45  am] 


[Ex  Parte  No.  MC-19  (Sub-No.  20)] 

PRACTICES  OF  MOTOR  COMMON  CAR¬ 
RIERS  OF  HOUSEHOLD  GOODS  (LIMI¬ 
TATIONS  OF  LIABILITY) 

At  a  General  Session  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  held  at  its  office 
in  Washington.  D.C.,  on  the  13th  day  of 
May,  1976. 

Upon  consideration  of  the  record  in 
the  above-entitled  proceeding:  and  good 
cause  appearing  therefor: 

It  is  ordered.  That,  on  our  own  mo¬ 
tion,  the  above-entitled  proceeding  be, 
and  it  is  hereby,  reopened  for  the  limited 
purpose  of  further  consideration  and 
clarification  on  the  present  record  of 
those  portions  of  our  report  and  order 
entered  in  said  proceeding  on  Febru¬ 
ary  23, 1976  ( Practices  of  Motor  Common 
Carriers  of  Household  Goods  ( Limita¬ 
tions  of  Liability ) ,  124  M.C.C.  395) , 
which  disallow  motor  common  carriers 
of  household  goods  in  interstate  or  for¬ 
eign  commerce  from  excluding  liability 
(1)  or  loss  or  damage  to  article  of  ex¬ 
traordinary  value  tendered  for  shipment 
unless  such  articles  are  listed  on  the  bill 
of  lading,  and  (2)  for  loss  and  damage 
to  tendered  shipments  due  to  strikes, 
lockouts,  labor  disturbances,  riots  and 
civil  commotions;  and  which  requires 
these  carriers,  when  settling  claims  for 
loss  or  damage,  to  use  the  replacement 
cost  of  a  lost  or  damaged  item  to  which 
to  apply  a  depreciation  factor,  or  when 
an  item  cannot  be  replaced,  to  use  the 
original  cost  of  the  item,  augmented  by  a 
consumer  price  index  factor,  and  ad¬ 
justed  downward  to  reflect  depreciation. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  notice  of 
this  order  shall  be  given  to  the  general 
public  by  depositing  a  copy  thereof  in 
the  Office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  at  Washington,  D.C.,  and  by  fil¬ 
ing  a  copy  with  the  Director,  Office  of 
the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

r  seal  1  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

( PR  Doc  78- 1 4850  Plied  5-19-76; 8:45  »m] 


(Volume  No.  31] 

PERMANENT  AUTHORITY  PETITIONS  AND 
APPLICATIONS;  FINANCE  MATTERS  (IN¬ 
CLUDING  TEMPORARY  AUTHORITIES); 
ALTERNATE  ROUTE  DEVIATION  LETTER- 
NOTICES;  AND  INTRASTATE  APPLICA¬ 
TIONS  CONCURRENTLY  SEEKING  AU¬ 
THORITY  ON  INTERSTATE  OR  FOREIGN 
COMMERCE 

Petitions  for  Modification,  Interpre¬ 
tation  or  Reinstatement  of  Oper¬ 
ating  Rights  Authority 

May  14,  1976. 

The  following  petitions  seek  modifica¬ 
tion  or  interpretation  of  existing  operat¬ 
ing  rights  authority,  or  reinstatement  of 
terminated  operating  rights  authority. 

An  original  and  one  copy  of  protests  to 
the  granting  of  the  requested  authority 
must  be  filed  with  the  Commission  with¬ 
in  30  days  after  the  date  of  this  Federal 
Register  notice.  Such  protest  shall  com¬ 


ply  with  Special  Rule  247(d)  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  General  Rules  of  Practice  (49 
CFR  §  1100.247  >’  and  shall  include  a  con¬ 
cise  statement  of  protestant’s  interest 
in  the  proceeding  and  copies  of  its  con¬ 
flicting  authorities.  Verified  statements 
in  opposition  should  not  be  tendered  at 
this  time.  A  copy  of  the  protest  shall  be 
served  concurrently  upon  petitioner's 
representative,  or  petitioner  if  no  rep¬ 
resentative  is  named. 

No.  MC  114632  (Sub-No.  73)  (Notice 
of  filing  of  petition  to  modify  commodity 
description)  filed  May  3,  1976.  Petition¬ 
er:  APPLE  LINES.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  287. 
212  S.W.  Second  St.,  Madison,  S.  Dak. 
57042.  Petitioner’s  representative:  An¬ 
drew  R.  Clark,  1000  First  National  Bank' 
Bldg.,  Minneapolis,  Minn.  55402.  Peti¬ 
tioner  holds  a  motor  common  carrier 
Certificate  in  No.  MC  114632  (Sub-No. 
73),  issued  March  24,  1976,  authorizing 
transportation  over  irregular  routes,  of 
(A)  (1)  Tractors,  with  or  without  attach¬ 
ments,  (2)  self-propelled  loaders,  (3)  at¬ 
tachments  for  (1)  and  (2)  above,  and  (4) 
parts  for  (1),  (2),  and  (3)  above,  from 
the  plantsite  of  Owatonna  Manufactur¬ 
ing  Company  located  in  Davison  County. 
S.  Dak.,  to  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  Alaska  and  Hawaii) ;  and  (B> 
materials,  equipment  and  supplies,  used 
in  the  manufacture  and  distribution  of 
the  commodities  named  in  (A)  above 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  from 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii),  to  the  plantsite  of 
Owatonna  Manufacturing  Company  lo¬ 
cated  in  Davison  County,  S.  Dak.,  re¬ 
stricted  to  the  right  of  the  Commission, 
to  impose  such  terms,  conditions,  or  limi¬ 
tations  in  the  future  as  it  may  find  neces¬ 
sary  in  order  to  insure  that  carrier’s  op¬ 
erations  shall  conform  to  the  provisions 
of  Section  210  of  the  Act. 

By  the  instant  petition,  petitioner 
seeks :  to  broaden  its  commodity  descrip¬ 
tion  in  (a)  above  to  include  “(5)  agri¬ 
cultural  machinery ;  (6)  elevators,  (7) 
conveyors,  (8)  mixer  mills,  (9)  attach¬ 
ments  for  the  commodities  in  (5)  through 
(8)  above,  and  (10)  parts  for  the  com¬ 
modities  in  (5)  through  (9)  above”;  and 
to  Include  the  commodities  listed  in  (5> 
through  (9)  within  its  authority  on  ma¬ 
terials,  equipment  and  supplies  as  stated 
in  (B)  above. 

No.  MC  136803  (Notice  of  filing  of  peti-. 
tion  for  modification  of  commodity  de¬ 
scription  and  clarification  of  territorial 
description)  filed  May  3,  1976).  Peti¬ 
tioner:  SIOUX  CITY  BULK  FEED 
SERVICE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  2766,  Sioux 
City,  Iowa  51106.  Petitioner’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Bradford  E.  Kistler,  P.O.  Box 
82028,  Lincoln,  Nebr.  68501.  Petitioner 
holds  a  motor  common  carrier  Certificate 
in  No.  MC  136803,  issued  November  24, 
1972,  authorizing  transportation,  as  per¬ 
tinent,  over  irregular  routes,  of  (1)  ani- 


1  Copies  of  Special  Rule  247  (as  amended) 
can  be  obtained  by  writing  to  the  Secretary. 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton.  DC  80423. 
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mal  and  poultry  feed,  (except  in  bulk) , 
from  Sioux  City,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Wy¬ 
oming  and  North  Dakota,  restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  traffic  originating 
at  the  plantsite  and  storage  facilities  of 
Murphy  Products  Company,  Inc.,  at 
Sioux  City,  Iowa;  and  (2)  dry  animal  and 
poultry  feed,  (a)  between  Le  Mars,  Iowa, 
and  points  in  Iowa  within  25  miles  of 
Le  Mars,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Minnesota,  South  Da¬ 
kota,  Nebraska,  Illinois,  Missouri,  and 
Wisconsin,  and  (b)  from  Burlington, 
Wis.  to  points  in  South  Dakota,  points 
in  that  part  of  Nebraska  north  of  the 
northern  boundaries  of  Washington, 
Dodge,  Colfax,  Platte,  Boone,  Greeley, 
Valley,  Custer,  Logan,  McPherson, 
Arthur,  Garden,  Morrill,  and  Scotts  Bluff 
Counties,  Nebr.,  and  points  in  that  part 
of  Iowa  west  of  the  eastern  boundaries 
of  Dickinson,  Clay,  Buena  Vista,  Sac,  and 
Carroll  Counties,  Iowa,  and  on  and  north 
of  UJ3.  Highway  30  extending  westerly 
from  Ralston,  Iowa  to  California  Junc¬ 
tion,  Iowa,  except  Le  Mars,  Iowa,  and 
points  within  25  miles  of  Le  Mars. 

By  the  Instant  petition,  petitioner  (A) 
seeks  to  modify  its  commodity  descrip¬ 
tion  so  that  part  (1)  will  read  "(1)  Feed, 
teed  ingredients,  pesticides,  and  health 
aid  products  (except  in  bulk)  and  part 
(2)  will  read  “(2)  dry  feed,  dry  feed  in¬ 
gredients,  pesticides,  and  health  aid 
products and  (B)  seeks  to  clarify  its 
present  “25  miles  radius”  base  territory 
description  in  part  (2)  so  as  to  read  “Be¬ 
tween  points  within  an  area  located  on 
and  bounded  by  a  line  beginning  at  the 
South  Dakota-Iowa  border,  and  extend¬ 
ing  east  along  UJ3.  Highway  18  to  junc¬ 
tion  UJS.  Highway  59,  thence  south  along 
U8.  Highway  59  to  junction  UJS.  High¬ 
way  20,  thence  west  along  UB.  Highway 
20  to  the  Nebraska-Iowa  border,  thence 
along  the  Nebraska-Iowa  border  to  the 
Iowa-South  Dakota  border,  thence  along 
the  Iowa-South  Dakota  border  to  UJS. 
Highway  18,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  In  Minnesota,  South  Da¬ 
kota,  Nebraska,  Illinois,  Missouri,  and 
Wisconsin." 

No.  MC  139277  (Notice  of  filing  of  peti¬ 
tion  for  modification  of  permit)  filed 
April  16,  1976.  Petitioner:  AL  K  HALL, 
doing  business  as  AL  E.  HALL  TRUCK¬ 
ING,  P.O.  Box  25,  Gridley,  HL  61744. 
Petitioner’s  representative:  Patrick  EL 
Smyth.  Suite  521,  19  South  La  Salle  St., 
Chicago,  HI.  60603.  Petitioner  holds  a 
motor  contract  carrier  Permit  in  No.  MC 
139277,  Issued  September  23,  1975,  au¬ 
thorizing  transportation  over  irregular 
routes,  of  (1)  metal  roofing  and  siding, 
fabricated  metal  products,  and  parts,  at¬ 
tachments.  and  accessories  for  the  com¬ 
modities  in  (1)  above,  from  the  plantsite 
of  Fabral  Corporation  located  at  or  near 
Gridley.  HI.,  to  points  in  Arkansas,  Illi¬ 
nois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky, 
Michigan,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  Ne¬ 
braska,  Ohio,  Oklahoma,  Pennsylvania, 
South  Dakota,  Tennessee,  West  Virginia 
and  Wisconsin;  and  (2)  materials,  sup¬ 
plies  and  equipment  for  the  commodities 
described  in  (1)  above,  from  points  in 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Ken- 
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tucky,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Missouri, 
Nebraska,  Ohio,  Oklahoma,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  South  Dakota,  Tennessee,  West 
Virginia  and  Wisconsin,  to  the  plantsite 
of  Fabral  Corporation  located  at  or  near 
Gridley,  HL,  restricted  against  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  commodities  in  bulk,  under 
a  continuing  contract  or  contracts,  with 
Fabral  Corporation  of  Lancaster,  I*a. 

By  the  instant  petition,  petitioner 
seeks  (A)  to  add  North  Dakota  and  Texas 
as  additional  destination  states  with  re^ 
spect  to  part  (1);  and  (B)  to  add  the 
following  as  Part  (3)  to  his  authority: 
“(3)  metal  roofing  and  siding,  fabri¬ 
cated  metal  products,  and  parts,  attach¬ 
ments,  and  accessories  tor  the  commod¬ 
ities  in  (3)  above,  and  materials,  supplies, 
and  equipment  for  the  commodities  de¬ 
scribed  in  (3)  above,  between  the  plant- 
site  of  Fabral  Corporation  located  at  or 
near  Gridley,  HI.,  and  the  plantsite  of 
Fabral  Corporation  located  at  or  near 
Jackson,  Ga.,  restricted  against  the 
transportation  of  commodities  in  bulk, 
under  a  continuing  contract  with  Fabral 
Corporation  located  at  Lancaster,  Pa." 

Republications  op  Grants  op  Operating 

Rights  Authority  Prior  to  Certifica¬ 
tion 

The  following  grants  of  operating 
rights  authorities  are  republished  by 
Order  of  the  Commission  to  indicate  a 
broadened  grant  of  authority  over  that 
previously  noticed  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister. 

An  original  and  one  copy  of  protests  to 
the  granting  of  the  authority  must  be 
filed  with  the  Commission  within  30  days 
after  the  date  of  this  Federal  Register 
notice.  Such  protest  shall  comply  with 
Special  Rule  247(d)  of  the  Commission’s 
General  Rules  of  Practice  (49  CFR 
S  1100.247)  addressing  specifically  the 
issue(s)  Indicated  as  the  purpose  for  re- 
publication,  and  Including  a  concise 
statement  of  protestant’s  Interest  in  the 
proceeding  and  copies  of  its  conflicting 
authorities.  Verified  statements  in  op¬ 
position  shall  not  be  tendered  at  this 
time.  A  copy  of  the  protest  shall  be  served 
concurrently  upon  the  carrier’s  represen¬ 
tative.  or  carrier  If  no  representative  is 
named. 

No.  MC  119815  (Sub-No.  19),  (Repub- 
llcatlon),  filed  June  6,  1975,  and  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of 
July  10, 1975,  and  republished  this  issue. 
Applicant:  INTERSTATE  HIGHWAY 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  814  Norton  Avenue.  P.O. 
Box  579,  Bedford,  Ind.  47421.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Walter  F.  Jones,  Jr.,  601 
Chamber  of  Commerce  Bldg.,  Indian¬ 
apolis,  Ind.  46204.  An  Order  of  the  Com¬ 
mission,  Review  Board  Number  2,  dated 
April  2,  1976  and  served  April  9,  1976, 
finds  that  the  present  and  future  public 
convenience  and  necessity  require  oper¬ 
ations  by  applicant,  In  interstate  or  for¬ 
eign  commerce,  as  a  contract  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes  in 
the  transportation  of  (1)  metal  pipe  and 
sheets,  fittings,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
installation  of  the  above  named  com¬ 
modities  from  the  plantsite  of  Stello 
Products,  Inc.,  at  Spencer,  Ind.,  to  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
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Hawaii),  and  <2)  materials  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  of  the  com¬ 
modities  described  in  (1)  above,  from 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii),  to  the  plantsite  of 
Stello  Products,  Inc.,  at  Spencer,  Ind., 
under  a  continuing  contract  or  contracts 
with  Stello  Products,  Inc.,  of  Spencer, 
Ind.;  that  applicant  is  fit,  willing,  and 
able  properly  to  perform  such  service 
and  to  conform  to  the  requirements  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations 
thereunder.  The  purpose  of  this  republi¬ 
cation  is  to  indicate  applicant’s  grant  of 
authority  to  handle  inbound  shipments 
of  materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  shipper’s  commodities. 

No.  MC  127187  (Sub-No.  13),  (Repub¬ 
lication)  filed  December  9,  1974,  and 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  issue 
of  January  3,  1975,  and  republished  this 
issue.  Applicant:  FLOYD  DUENOW, 
INC.,  1728  Industrial  Park  Boulevard, 
Fergus  Falls,  Minn.  56537.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Charles  E.  Johnson,  425 
Gate  Cjty  Bldg.,  Fargo,  N.  Dak.  58102. 
A  Report  and  Order  of  the  Commission, 
Review  Board  Number  2,  dated  May  3, 
1976  and  served  May  10,  1976,  finds  that 
the  present  and  future  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity  require  opera¬ 
tions  by  applicant,  in  interstate  or  for¬ 
eign  commerce,  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  of 
fertilizer  and  fertilizer  ingredients,  from 
ports  of  entry  on  the  International 
Boundary  line  between  the  United  States 
and  Canada,  located  in  Minnesota,  North 
Dakota,  and  Montana,  to  points  in  Iowa, 
North  Dakota.  Nebraska,  Minnesota. 
South  Dakota,  Wisconsin,  and  Montana; 
that  applicant  is  fit,  willing,  and  able 
properly  to  perform  such  service  and  to 
conform  to  the  requirements  of  the  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Act  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  and  regulations  there¬ 
under.  The  purpose  of  this  repubHcation 
is  to  Indicate  applicant’s  grant  of  au¬ 
thority  to  Include  service:  (1)  from  the 
ports  of  entry  on  the  International 
Boundary  line  between  the  United  States 
and  Canada  located  in  Montana;  to  the 
named  destined  points  and  (2)  from  the 
named  origin  points  to  points  in 
Montana. 

Motor  Carrier,  Broker,  Water  Carrier 

and  Freight  Forwarder  Operating 

Applications 

Hie  following  applications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  Special  Rule  247  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  General  Rules  of  Practice  (49 
CFR  9  1100.247).  These  rules  provide, 
among  other  things,  that  a  protest  to  the 
granting  of  an  application  must  be  filed 
with  the  Commission  within  30  days 
after  the  date  of  notice  of  filing  of 
the  application  is  published  in  the 
Federal  Register.  Failure  seasonably 
to  file  a  protest  will  be  construed  as 
a  waiver  of  opposition  and  particpatlon 
in  the  proceeding.  A  protest  under  these 
rules  should  comply  with  section  247(d) 
(3)  of  the  rules  of  practice  which  re¬ 
quires  that  it  set  forth  specifically  the 
grounds  upon  which  it  is  made,  contain 
a  detailed  statement  of  protestant’s  in- 
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terest  m  the  proceeding  (including  a 
copy  of  the  specific  portions  of  its  au¬ 
thority  which  protestant  believes  to  be 
m  conflict  with  that  sought  in  the  appli¬ 
cation.  and  describing  in  detail  the 
method — whether  by  joinder,  interline, 
or  other  means — by  which  protestant 
would  use  such  authority  to  provide  all 
or  part  of  the  service  proposed),  and 
shall  specify  with  particularity  the  facts, 
matters,  and  things  relied  upon,  but  shall 
not  include  issues  or  allegations  phrased 
generally.  Protests  not  in  reasonable 
compliance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
rules  may  be  rejected.  The  original  and 
one  copy  of  the  protest  shall  be  filed 
with  the  Commission,  and  a  copy  shall 
be  served  concurrently  upon  applicant’s 
representative,  or  applicant  if  no  repre¬ 
sentative  is  named.  If  the  protest  in¬ 
cludes  a  request  for  oral  hearing,  such 
requests  shall  meet  the  requirements  of 
section  247(d)(4)  of  the  special  rules, 
and  shall  include  the  certification  re¬ 
quired  therein. 

Section  247(f)  further  provides,  in 
part,  that  an  applicant  who  does  not  in¬ 
tend  timely  to  prosecute  its  application 
shall  promptly  request  dismissal  thereof, 
and  that  failure  to  prosecute  an  applica¬ 
tion  under  procedures  ordered  by  the 
Commission  will  result  in  dismissal  of  the 
application. 

Further  processing  steps  will  be  by 
Commission  order  which  will  be  served 
on  each  party  of  record.  Broadening 
amendments  will  not  be  accepted  after 
the  date  of  this  publication  except  for 
good  cause  shown,  and  restrictive 
amendments  will  not  be  entertained  fol¬ 
lowing  publication  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  of  a  notice  that  the  proceeding  has 
been  assigned  for  oral  hearing. 

Each  applicant  states  that  there  will 
be  no  significant  effect  on  the  quality  of 
the  human  environment  resulting  from 
approval  of  its  application. 

No.  MC  2253  (Sub-No.  72),  filed 
March  23,  1976.  Applicant:  CAROLINA 
FREIGHT  CARRIERS  CORPORATION, 
P.O.  Box  697,  Cherryville,  N.C.  28021.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Edward  G.  Vil- 
lalon,  Suite  1032  Pennsylvania  Building, 
Pennsylvania  Ave.  and  13th  St.,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20004.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities  (ex¬ 
cept  those  of  unusual  value,  Classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  commodities  in 
bulk,  and  those  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment),  (1)  Between  the  Ohio- Indiana 
State  Boundary  line  and  the  West  Vir- 
glnia-Pennsylvania  State  Boundary  line: 
From  the  Ohlo-Indiana  State  Boundary 
line  over  Interstate  Highway  70,  to  the 
West  Virginia-Pennsylvania  State 
Boundary  line,  and  return  over  the  same 
route.  (2)  Between  Wheeling,  W.  Va.,  and 
Cleveland,  Ohio:  From  Wheeling,  W.  Va., 
over  U.S.  Highway  250  to  junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  77,  thence  over  Interstate 
Highway  77,  to  Cleveland,  Ohio  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route.  (3)  Between 
Cincinnati,  Ohio  and  Cleveland,  Ohio: 


From  Cincinnati,  Ohio  over  Interstate 
Highway  71,  to  Cleveland,  Ohio,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route.  (4)  Between 
Cincinnati,  Ohio  and  Toledo,  Ohio:  From 
Cincinnati,  Ohio  over  Interstate  High¬ 
way  75,  to  Toledo,  Ohio,  and  return  over 
the  same  route.  (5)  Between  junction 
Interstate  Highways  71  and  76  and  the 
Ohio-Pennsylvania  State  Boundary  line: 
From  junction  Interstate  Highways  71 
and  76  over  Interstate  Highway  76,  to 
the  Ohio-Pennsylvania  State  Boundary 
line,  and  return  over  the  same  route. 

(6)  Between  the  Ohio-Indiana  State 
Boundary  line  and  the  Ohio-Pennsyl¬ 
vania  State  Boundary  line:  From  the 
Ohio-Indiana  State  Boundary  line  over 
Interstate  Highway  80,  to  the  Ohio- 
Pennsylvania  State  Boundary  line,  and 
return  over  the  same  route.  (7)  Between 
the  Ohio-Pennsylvania  State  Boundary 
line  and  Cleveland,  Ohio:  From  the 
Ohio-Pennsylvania  State  Boundary  line 
over  Ohio  Highway  14  to  junction  Ohio 
Highway  11,  thence  over  Ohio  Highway 
11,  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  224,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  224  to  junction  Ohio 
Highway  14,  thence  over  Ohio  Highway 
14,  to  Cleveland,  Ohio  and  return  over 
the  same  route.  (8)  Between  junction 
Ohio  Highway  11  and  U.S.  Highway  224 
and  junction  Ohio  Highway  11  and  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  80:  From  junction 
Ohio  Highway  11  and  U.S.  Highway  224 
over  Ohio  Highway  11,  to  junction  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  80,  and  return  over 
the  same  route.  (9)  Between  Mounds- 
ville,  W.  Va.,  and  Youngstown,  Ohio: 
From  Moundsville,  W.  Va.,  over  West 
Virginia  Highway  2  to  junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  70,  thence  over  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  70  to  junction  Ohio  High¬ 
way  7,  thence  over  Ohio  Highway  7  to 
Youngstown,  Ohio,  and  return  over  the 
same  route.  (10)  Between  the  West  Vir¬ 
ginia-Pennsylvania  State  Boundary  line 
and  Cincinnati,  Ohio:  From  the  West 
Virginia-Pennsylvania  State  Boundary 
line  over  U.S.  Highway  22,  to  Cincinnati. 
Ohio,  and  return  over  the  same  route. 
(11)  Between  Columbus,  Ohio  and  To¬ 
ledo,  Ohio:  From  Columbus,  Ohio  over 
U.S.  Highway  23  to  junction  U.8.  High¬ 
way  20,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  20,  to 
Toledo,  Ohio,  and  return  over  the  same 
route.  (12)  Between  Toledo,  Ohio  and 
junction  Ohio  Highway  420  and  U.S. 
Highway  20:  From  Toledo,  Ohio  over 
Interstate  Highway  280  to  junction  Ohio 
Highway  420,  thence  over  Ohio  Highway 
420,  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  20,  and 
return  over  the  same  route.  (13)  Be¬ 
tween  the  Ohio-Pennsylvania  State 
Boundary  line  and  Cleveland,  Ohio: 
From  the  Ohio-Pennsylvania  State 
Boundary  line  over  U.S.  Highway  422, 
to  Cleveland,  Ohio,  and  return  over  the 
same  route. 

(14)  Between  the  Ohio-Indiana  State 
Boundary  line  and  the  West  Virginia- 
Pennsylvania  State  Boundary  line:  From 
the  Ohio-Indiana  State  Boundary  line 
over  UB.  Highways  30  and  30N  to  the 
West  Virginia-Pennsylvania  State 
Boundary  line,  and  return  over  the  same 
route.  (15)  Between  Parkersburg,  W.  Va., 
and  junction  Interstate  Highway  77  and 
U.S.  Highway  250:  From  Parkersburg, 


W.  Va.  over  Interstate  Highway  77,  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  .  250,  and  return 
over  the  same  route.  (16)  Between  Ak¬ 
ron,  Ohio  and  junction  U.S.  Highways 
20  and  23 :  From  Akron,  Ohio  over  Ohio 
Highway  18  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  20. 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  20,  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  23,  and  return  over 
the  same  route.  (17)  Between  the  In¬ 
diana -Ohio  State  Boundary  line  and 
Columbus,  Ohio:  From  the  Indiana -Ohio 
State  Boundary  line  over  U.S.  Highway 
33,  to  Columbus,  Ohio,  and  return  over 
the  same  route.  (18)  Between  junction 
U.S.  Highway  30  and  U.S.  Highway  30S 
and  junction  Ohio  Highway  117  and  U.S 
Highway  33:  From  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  30  and  U.S.  Highway  30S  over  U.S. 
Highway  30S  to  Lima,  Ohio,  thence  over 
Ohio  Highway  117  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  33,  and  return  over  the  same  route. 
(19)  Between  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  77  and  U.S.  Highway  250  and  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  250  and  Interstate 
Highway  80:  From  junction  Interstate 
Highway  77  and  U.S.  Highway  250  over 
U.S.  Highway  250,  to  junction  Interstate 
Highway  80,  and  return  over  the  same 
route.  In  connection  with  routes  (1)- 
(19),  serving  all  intermediate  and  off- 
route  points  in  the  State  of  Ohio  and 
those  in  Brooke,  Hancock,  Marshall  and 
Ohio  Counties,  W.  Va.,  restricted  against 
the  transportation  of  any  shipment  hav¬ 
ing  both  its  origin  and  destination  in  the 
State  of  Ohio.  (20)  Between  the  West 
Virginia-Pennsylvania  State  Boundary 
line  and  Junction  U.S.  Highways  119  and 
22:  From  the  West  Virginia-Pennsyl¬ 
vania  State  Boundary  line  over  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  70  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  119,  thence  over  U.8.  Highway  119, 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  22,  and  return 
over  the  same  route. 

(21)  Between  the  Ohio-Pennsylvania 
State  Boundary  line  and  junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  76  and  UB.  Highway  219: 
From  the  Ohio-Pennsylvania  State 
Boundary  line  over  Interstate  Highway 
76,  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  219,  and 
return  over  the  same  route.  (22)  Between 
junction  Interstate  Highways  70  and  79 
and  junction  Interstate  Highway  79  and 
Interstate  Highway  80:  From  junction 
Interstate  Highways  70  and  79  over  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  79,  to  junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  80,  and  return  over  the 
same  route.  (23)  Between  the  Ohio- 
Pennsylvania  State  Boundary  line  and 
junction  Interstate  Highway  80  and  U.S. 
Highway  219:  From  the  Ohio-Pennsyl¬ 
vania  State  Boundary  line  over  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  80,  to  Junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  219,  and  return  over  the  same  route. 
(24)  Between  Pittsburgh,  Pa.  and  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  30  and  U.S.  Highway 
219:  From  Pittsburgh,  Pa.  over  U.S. 
Highway  30,  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
219,  and  return  over  the  same  route.  (25> 
Between  Pittsburgh,  Pa.  and  junction 
U.S.  Highways  22  and  219:  From  Pitts¬ 
burgh,  Pa.  over  U.S.  Highway  22,  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  219,  and  return  over 
the  same  route.  (26)  Between  Pittsburgh. 
Pa.  and  the  Ohio-Pennsylvania  State 
Boundary  line:  From  Pittsburgh,  Pa. 
over  Pennsylvania  Highway  60  to  junc¬ 
tion  Pennsylvania  Highway  51  near  West 
Mayfield,  Pa.,  thence  over  Pennsylvania 
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Highway  51  to  the  Ohio-Pennsylvania 
State  Boundary  line,  and  return  over  the 
same  route.  (27)  Between  the  West  Vir- 
glnia-Pennsylvania  State  Boundary  line 
and  Pittsburgh,  Pa. :  Prom  the  West  Vir- 
ginia-Pennsylvania  State  Boundary  line 
over  U.S.  Highway  22  to  Pittsburgh,  Pa., 
and  return  over  the  same  route.  (28) 
Between  the  West  Virginia-Pennsylvania 
State  Boundary  line  and  Pittsburgh,  Pa. : 
Prom  the  West  Virginia-Pennsylvania 
State  Boundary  line  over  U.S.  Highway 
30,  to  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  and  return  over 
the  same  route. 

(29)  Between  junction  U.S.  Highway 
22  and  422  at  or  near  Ebensburg,  Pa., 
and  the  Ohio-Pennsylvania  State  Bound¬ 
ary  line:  Prom  junction  U.S.  Highway  22 
and  422  at  or  near  Ebensburg,  Pa.,  over 
U.S.  Highway  422,  to  the  Ohio-Pennsyl¬ 
vania  State  Boundary  line  and  return 
over  the  same  route.  In  connection  with 
routes  (20)-(29) ,  serving  all  intermedi¬ 
ate  and  off-route  points  in  that  part  of 
Pennsylvania  on  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Pennsylvania-New  York 
State  Boundary  line  and  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  219  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  6,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  6  to 
Kane,  thence  along  Pennsylvania  High¬ 
way  321  to  Wilcox,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  219  to  Somerset,  thence  along 
Pennsylvania  Highway  31  to  junction 
unnumbered  highway,  thence  along  un¬ 
numbered  highway  to  Berlin,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  219  to  the  Pennsyl- 
vania -Maryland  State  Boundary  line,  re¬ 
stricted  in  routes  (20) -(29),  (1)  against 
transportation  of  any  shipment  having 
either  its  origin  or  its  destination  in 
that  part  of  Pennsylvania  on  and  west 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Pennsylvania- 
New  York  State  Boundary  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  219  to  Junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  6,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  6  to  Kane,  thence  along  Penn¬ 
sylvania  Highway  321  to  Wilcox,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  219  to  Somerset, 
thence  along  Pennsylvania  Highway  31 
to  junction  unnumbered  highway,  thence 
along  unnumbered  highway  to  Berlin, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  219  to  the 
Pennsylvania-Maryland  State  Boundary 
line  (except  points  in  Allegheny  and 
Westmoreland  Counties),  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  carrier’s  au¬ 
thorized  service  points  in  Illinois,  Indi¬ 
ana,  and  Ohio. 

(2)  Further  restricted  against  the 
transportation  of  any  shipment  having 
both  its  origin  and  destination  in  Penn¬ 
sylvania  (except  between  Philadelphia, 
Pa.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Allegheny  and  Westmoreland 
Counties,  Pa.).  (30)  Between  Junction 
U.S.  Highway  219  and  Interstate  High¬ 
way  76  and  Philadelphia,  Pa.:  Prom 
junction  U.S.  Highway  219  and  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  76  over  Interstate  High¬ 
way  76,  to  Philadelphia,  Pa.  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route,  serving  off- 
route  points  in  that  part  of  Delaware 
County,  on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway 
202  and  serving  the  following  inter¬ 
mediate  points  for  purposes  of  Joinder 
only:  The  junctions  of  Interstate 
Highway  76  and  U.S.  Highway  30  at 
or  near  Napier,  Bedford,  and  Breeze- 


wood,  Pa.;  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  76  and  U.S.  Highway  220;  and 
junction  Interstate  Highway  76  and  U.S. 
Highway  11  near  Carlisle,  Pa.  (31)  Be¬ 
tween  Junction  U.S.  Highway  219  and 
U.S.  Highway  30  and  the  Pennsylvania- 
New  Jersey  State  Boundary  line:  Prom 
junction  U.S.  Highway  219  •  and  U.S. 
Highway  30  over  U.S.  Highway  30  to 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  1,  to  the  Pennsylvania-New  Jersey 
State  Boundary  line,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  the  intermediate 
point  of  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  intermediate 
and  offroute  points  in  that  part  of  Dela¬ 
ware  County,  Pa.  on  and  east  of  U.S. 
Highway  202,  and  serving  the  Pennsyl¬ 
vania-New  Jersey  State  Boundary  line 
and  the  following  intermediate  points  for 
purposes  of  joinder  only:  The  junctions 
of  Interstate  Highway  76  and  U.S.  High¬ 
way  30  at  or  near  Napier,  Bedford, 
Breezewood  and  Chambersburg,  Pa.  (32) 
Between  junction  U.S.  Highway  219  and 
22  and  the  Pennsylvania-New  Jersey 
State  Boundary  line:  Prom  junction  U.S. 
Highways  219  and  22  over  U.S.  Highway 
22,  to  the  Pennsylvania-New  Jersey  State 
Boundary  line,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  the  Pennsylvania-New 
Jersey  State  Boundary  line  and  the  fol¬ 
lowing  intermediate  points  for  purposes 
of  joinder  only:  Junction  U.S.  Highways 
22  and  220;  junction  U.S.  Highways  22 
and  322  near  Lewistown,  and  junction 
U.S.  Highways  22  and  11  near  Amity 
Hill,  Pa. 

(33)  Between  junction  U.S.  Highway 
219  and  Interstate  Highway  80  and  the 
Pennsylvania-New  Jersey  State  Bound¬ 
ary  line:  From  junction  U.S.  Highway 
219  and  Interstate  Highway  80  over  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  80,  to  the  Pennsyl¬ 
vania-New  Jersey  State  Boundary  line, 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  serving 
the  Pennsylvania-New  Jersey  State 
Boundary  line,  and  the  following  inter¬ 
mediate  points  for  purposes  of  joinder 
only:  Junction  Interstate  Highway  80 
and  Pennsylvania  Highway  153;  junction 
Interstate  Highway  80  and  U.S.  High¬ 
way  220;  and  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  80  and  Pennsylvania  Highway  26. 
(34)  Between  Junction  U.S.  Highway  11 
and  Interstate  Highway  76  near  Carlisle, 
Pa.,  and  junction  U.S.  Highway  11  and 
U.S.  Highways  322  and  22:  (a)  From 
junction  U.S.  Highway  11  and  Interstate 
Highway  76  near  Carlisle,  Pa.,  over  U.S. 
Highway  11  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  81,  thence  over  Interstate  Highway 
81  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  11,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  11,.  to  junction  U.S. 
Highways  322  and  22,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  11  and  Interstate  Highway  76,  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  11  and  U.S.  Highways 
322  and  22  and  junction  U.S.  Highway 
11  and  Interstate  Highway  81  near  Sum- 
merdale.  Pa.,  for  purposes  of  Joinder 
only:  and  (b)  From  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  11  and  Interstate  Highway  76  near 
Carlisle,  Pa.,  over  U.S.  Highway  11  to 
junction  UB.  Highways  322  and  22,  and 
return  over  the  same  route.  (35)  Between 
junction  U.S.  Highways  322  and  22  near 
Lewistown  Pa.  and  junction  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  Highway  26  and  Interstate  High¬ 


way  80:  Prom  junction  U.8.  Highway 
322  and  u.S.  Highway  22  near  Lewis¬ 
town,  Pa.  over  UB.  Highway  322  to 
junction  Pennsylvania  Highway  144, 
thence  over  Pennsylvania  Highway 
144  to  Junction  Pennsylvania  Highway 
26,  thence  over  Pennsylvania  Highway 
26,  to  junction  Interstate  Highway  80, 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  serving 
junction  U.S.  Highways  322  and  22  near 
Lewistown,  Pa.,  junction  Pennsylvania 
Highway  26  and  Interstate  Highway  80, 
and  junction  U.S.  Highway  322  and 
Pennsylvania  Highway  144  for  purposes 
of  joinder  only. 

< 36  >  Between  junction  U.S.  Highway 
11  and  Interstate  Highway  76  near  Car¬ 
lisle  and  Chambersburg,  Pa.:  From  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  11  and  Interstate 
Highway  76  near  Carlisle,  Pa.  over  U.S. 
Highway  11,  to  Chambersburg,  Pa.,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  serving  no 
Intermediate  points  and  serving  junc¬ 
tion  U.r  Highway  11  and  Interstate 
Highway  76  near  Carlisle,  and  Chambers¬ 
burg,  Pa.  for  purposes  of  joinder  only 
(37)  Between  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  80  and  U.S.  Highway  220  and  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  220  and  Interstate 
Highway  76:  Prom  junction  Interstate 
Highway  80  and  U.S.  Highway  220  over 
U.S.  Highway  220,  to  junction  Interstate 
Highway  76,  and  return  over  the  sam? 
route,  serving  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  80  and  U.S.  Highway  220,  junction 
U.S.  Highway  220  and  Interstate  High¬ 
way  76,  junction  U.S.  Highways  220  and 
22,  and  junction  U.S.  Highway  220  and 
U.S.  Highway  322  for  purposes  of  joinder 
only.  (38)  Between  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  322  and  Pennsylvania  Highway  144 
and  junction  Pennsylvania  Highway  153 
and  Interstate  Highway  80:  From  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  322  and  Pennsylvania 
Highway  144  over  U.S.  Highway  322  to 
junction  Pennsylvania  Highway  153, 
thence  over  Pennsylvania  Highway  153, 
to  junction  Interstate  Highway  80,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  serving  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  322  and  Pennsylvania 
Highway  144,  junction  Pennsylvania 
Highway  153  and  Interstate  Highway  80, 
and  junction  U.S.  Highway  322  and  U.S 
Highway  220  for  purposes  of  Joinder  only. 
(39)  Between  junction  U.S.  Highway  11 
and  Interstate  Highway  81  near  Sum- 
merdale.  Pa.  and  junction  U.S.  Highway 
22  and  Interstate  Highway  81  at  or  near 
Harrisburg,  Pa.:  From  junction  U.S. 
Highway  11  and  Interstate  Highway  81 
near  Summerdale,  Pa.  over  Interstate 
Highway  81,  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
22  at  or  near  Harrisburg,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  serving  no  inter¬ 
mediate  points  and  serving  junction  U.S. 
Highway  11  and  Interstate  Highway  81 
near  Summerdale,  Pa.  and  junction  U.S. 
Highway  22  and  Interstate  Highway  81 
at  or  near  Harrisburg,  Pa.  for  purposes 
of  joinder  only. 

(40)  Between  the  Pennsylvania-New 
Jersey  State  Boundary  line  and  New 
York,  N.Y. :  Prom  the  Pennsylvania-New 
Jersey  State  Boundary  line  over  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  80  to  junction  Interstate 
Highway  95,  thence  over  Interstate 
Highway  95,  to  New  York,  N.Y.,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route.  (41)  Between  the 
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Pennsylvania-New  Jersey  State  Bound¬ 
ary  line  and  New  York,  N.Y.:  Prom  the 
Pennsylvania-New  Jersey  State  Bound¬ 
ary  line  over  U.S.  Highway  1,  to  Ntv 
York,  N.Y.,  and  return  over  the  same 
route.  (42)  Between  the  Pennsylvania- 
New  Jersey  State  Boundary  line  and 
junction  U.S.  Highways  22  and  1: 
From  the  Pennsylvania-New  Jersey 
State  Boundary  line  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  22,  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  1, 
and  return  over  the  same  route.  (43) 
Between  junction  Interstate  Highways 
80  and  287  and  junction  Interstate 
Highway  287  and  U.S.  Highway  1  near 
Metuchen,  N.J.;  From  junction  In¬ 
terstate  Highways  80  and  287  over 
Interstate  Highway  287  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  1  near  Metuchen,  N.J.,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route.  (44)  Between 
junction  U.S.  Highway  1  and  Interstate 
Highway  278  and  New  York,  N.Y.:  From 
junction  U.S.  Highway  1  and  Interstate 
Highways  278  and  New  York,  N.Y.:  From 
junction  U.S.  Highway  1  and  Interstate 
Highway  278  over  U.S.  Highway  278  to 
New  York,  N.Y.,  and  return  over  the 
same  route.  In  connection  with  routes 
(40) -(44)  serving  all  intermediate  and 
off-route  points  in  Bergen,  Burlington, 
Camden,  Essex,  Hudson,  Hunterdon, 
Mercer,  Middlesex,  Monmouth,  Morris, 
Ocean,  Passaic,  Somerset,  Union  and 
Warren  Counties,  N.J.,  Nassau  and  West¬ 
chester  Counties,  N.Y.,  those  points  in 
Suffolk  County,  N.Y.,  on  and  west  of 
New  York  Highway  110,  and  those  points 
in  Rockland  County,  N.Y.,  on  and  south 
of  New  York  Highway  210,  restricted  in 
routes  (40) -(44), 

(1)  Against  the  transportation  of  any 
shipment  having  both  its  origin  and 
destination  in  New  Jersey;  (2)  against 
the  transportation  of  shipments  between 
points  in  that  part  of  Pennsylvania  on 
and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Penn¬ 
sylvania-New  York  State  Boundary  line 
and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  219 
to  junction  UB.  Highway  6,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  6  to  Kane,  thence  along 
Pennsylvania  Highway  321  to  Wilcox, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  219  to 
Somerset,  thence  along  Pennsylvania 
Highway  31  to  junction  unnumbered 
highway,  thence  along  unnumbered 
highway  to  Berlin,  thence  along  UB. 
Highway  219  to  the  Pennsylvania-Mary- 
land  State  Boundary  line  (except  points 
In  Allegheny  and  Westmoreland  Coun¬ 
ties,  Pa.),  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  New  Jersey  (except  those 
in  Bergen,  Essex.  Hudson,  Middlesex, 
Morris,  Passaic,  Somerset  and  Union 
Counties,  N.J.,  and  points  in  Monmouth 
County,  N. J.,  on  and  north  of  New  Jersey 
Highway  33) ;  (3)  against  the  transpor¬ 
tation  of  shipments  between  carrier’s 
authorized  service  points  in  Alabama, 
Florida,  Georgia,  North  Carolina  and 
South  Carolina,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Rockland  County, 
N.Y.,  and  points  in  New  Jersey  (except 
those  in  Bergen,  Essex.  Hudson.  Hunter¬ 
don,  Mercer,  Middlesex,  Morris,  Mon¬ 
mouth,  Ocean,  Passaic,  Somerset,  Union 
and  Warren  Counties.  NJ.),  and  points 
'  in  that  part  of  Burlington  County,  N.J., 


on  and  north  of  a  line  beginning  at 
Riverside,  N.J„  thence  along  New  Jersey 
Highway  537  to  Junction  unnumbered 
highway  at  Masonville,  N.J.,  thence 
along  unnumbered  highway  to  junction 
New  Jersey  Highway  541  to  Junction  New 
Jersey  Highway  70,  thence  along  New 
Jersey  Highway  70  to  junction  New  Jer¬ 
sey  Highway  72,  thence  along  New  Jersey 
Highway  72  to  the  Burlington-Ocean 
County  Boundary  line) . 

(4)  Further  restricted  against  the 
transportation  of  shipments  between 
Chester,  Norristown,  Philadelphia,  West 
Chester,  and  York,  Pa.  and  carrier’s  au¬ 
thorized  service  points  in  Delaware, 
Maryland,  Virginia  and  the  District  of 
Columbia,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Rockland  County,  N.Y., 
and  points  in  New  Jersey  (except  those 
in  Bergen,  Essex,  Hudson,  Middlesex, 
Morris,  Passaic,  Somerset,  and  Union 
Counties,  N.Y.),  restricted  in  routes  (1)- 
(44) ,  to  the  extent  that  it  duplicates  car¬ 
rier’s  existing  authority,  shall  not  be  con¬ 
strued  as  conferring  more  than  one  oper¬ 
ating  right  and  shall  not  be  severable 
by  sale  or  otherwise  from  the  underly¬ 
ing  irregular  route  authority  contained 
in  MC  2253  (Sub-Nos.  67  and  70G),  and 
further  restricted  in  routes  (1 )— (44) 
against  the  transportation  of,  (1)  paper 
and  paper  products,  from  the  plantsites 
and  facilities  of  The  Mead  Corporation 
at  Chillicothe,  Ohio,  and  of  Champion 
International,  Inc.,  at  Hamilton  and 
Piqua,  Ohio,  to  points  in  Connecticut, 
Delaware,  Maine,  Maryland,  Massachu¬ 
setts,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  Ver¬ 
mont,  and  the  District  of  Columbia,  (2) 
rejected  and  returned  shipments  of  paper 
and  paper  products;  and  (3)  commodi¬ 
ties  used  in  the  manufacture  of  paper 
and  paper  products,  (except  commodities 
in  bulk),  from  points  in  Connecticut, 
Delaware,  Maine,  Maryland,  Massachu¬ 
setts,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  Ver¬ 
mont.  and  the  District  of  Columbia,  to 
the  plantsites  and  facilities  of  The  Mead 
Corporation  at  or  near  Chillicothe,  Ohio, 
and  of  Champion  International,  Inc.,  at 
or  near  Hamilton  and  Piqua,  Ohio. 

Note. — Under  Certificate  of  Public  Con¬ 
venience  and  Necessity  MC  2253  (Sub-No. 
67),  appUcant  holds  Irregular  route  authority 
to  serve  all  of  the  points  and  territories  em¬ 
braced  In  thle  application.  The  purpose  of 
the  application  ts  to  convert  that  Irregular 
route  authority  to  regular  route.  Thus  appli¬ 
cant  does  not  seek  any  new  service  points 
or  territory,  nor  does  It  propose  to  diminish 
its  presently  authorized  service  territory.  If 
a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appU¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Charlotte, 
N.C.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  3252  (Sub-No.  94) ,  filed  April 
19,  1976.  Applicant:  MERRILL  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CO.,  a  Corporation,  1037  Forest 
Avenue,  Portland,  Maine  04104.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Francis  E.  Bar¬ 
rett,  Jr.,  10  Industrial  Park  Road,  Hing- 
ham.  Mass.  02043.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Petroleum  products,  hi  bulk,  In  tank 


vehicles,  from  Burlington.  Vt.,  to  points 
in  Clinton  and  Franklin  Counties,  N.Y. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Portland,  Maine  or  Boston,  Mass. 

No.  MC  11207  (Sub-No.  367),  filed 
April  7,  1976.  Applicant:  DEATON,  INC, 
P.O.  Box  938,  Birmingham,  Ala.  35201. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Kim  D. 
Mann,  702  World  Center  Bldg.,  918  Six¬ 
teenth  St,  N.W,  Washington.  D.C.  20006, 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Materials,  equip¬ 
ment,  machinery  and  supplies,  used  in 
the  manufacturing,  processing  and  dis¬ 
tribution  of  iron  and  steel  articles,  from 
points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Florida, 
Georgia,  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Missis¬ 
sippi,  North  Carolina,  Oklahoma,  South 
Carolina  and  Tennessee  to  the  plantsite 
and  facilities  of  American  Cast  Iron  Pipe 
Company  at  Birmingham,  Ala. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Birmingham,  Ala,  or  Atlanta,  Ga. 

No.  MC  13123  (Sub-No.  83),  filed  April 
12,  1976.  Applicant:  WILSON  FREIGHT 
COMPANY,  a  Corporation,  3636  Follett 
Avenue,  Cincinnati,  Ohio  45223.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Milton  H.  Bortz 
same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Heat  exchangers  and 
equalizers,  for  air,  gas  or  liquids;  ma¬ 
chinery  and  equipment,  for  heating,  cool¬ 
ing,  conditioning,  humidifying,  dehu- 
midifying,  and  moving  of  air,  gas,  or 
liquids:  and  (2)  parts,  materials,  equip¬ 
ment,  and  supplies,  used  in  the  manu¬ 
facture,  distribution,  installation,  or  op¬ 
eration  of  those  items  named  in  (1) 
above  (except  in  bulk),  between  points 
in  Monroe,  Randolph,  Perry  Counties, 
HI.,  and  St.  Clair  County,  Ill.,  on  and 
south  of  State  Highways  177  and  158,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Arkansas,  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Illi¬ 
nois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky, 
Maine,  Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Mich¬ 
igan,  Missouri,  New  Hampshire,  New 
Jersey,  North  Carolina,  Ohio,  Oklahoma, 
Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  Tennessee, 
Vermont,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  Wis¬ 
consin,  and  the  District  of  Columbia,  re¬ 
stricted  to  shipments  originating  at  or 
destined  to  the  plantsite  and  warehouse 
facilities  of  the  Singer  Company,  at  Mon¬ 
roe,  Randolph,  Perry  and  St.  Clair  Coun¬ 
ties,  HI. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

No.  MC  21966  (Sub-No.  4) ,  filed  April 
22,  1976.  Applicant:  GLENN  W.  STO- 
WELL,  281  Leverett  Road,  RFD  3,  Am¬ 
herst,  Mass.  01002.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  David  M.  Marshall,  135  State 
Street,  Suite  200,  Springfield,  Mass. 
01103.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Lumber, 
wood  products,  and  forest  products,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Franklin,  Hampden, 
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Hampshire  and  Worcester  Counties, 
Mass,,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Cheshire,  Hillsboro  and 
Rockingham  Counties,  N.H.,  points  in 
Connecticut,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
Pennsylvania  and  Rhode  Island,  and 
points  in  Windham  County,  Vt. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Boston,  Mass.,  Hartford,  Conn.,  or  Albany, 
NY. 

No.  MC  30237  (Sub-No.  32),  filed  April 
12,  1976.  Applicant:  YEATTS  TRANS¬ 
FER  COMPANY,  Box  666,  Altavista,  Va. 
24517.  Applicant’s  representative:  J.  J. 
Eller,  Jr.,  513  Main  St.,  Altavista,  Va. 
24517.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  New 
furniture  as  defined  in  Appendix  II  to 
the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Car¬ 
rier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209,  and  re¬ 
turned  shipments  of  new  furniture  on  re¬ 
turn,  from  Brookneal,  Va.,  to  points  in 
Alabama,  Arkansas,  Connecticut,  Dela¬ 
ware,  Florida,  Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Maine,  Maryland, 
Massachusetts,  Michigan,  Mississippi, 
Missouri,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  North  Carolina,  Ohio,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  Rhode  Island,  South  Carolina, 
Tennessee,  Vermont,  Virginia,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  Wisconsin,  and  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia;  and  (2)  materials  and  supplies, 
used  in  the  manufacture  of  furniture 
from  points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Con¬ 
necticut,  Delaware,  Florida,  Georgia,  Il¬ 
linois,  Indiana,  Kentucky,  Louisiana, 
Maine,  Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Michi¬ 
gan,  Mississippi,  Missouri,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  North  Caro¬ 
lina,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island, 
South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  Vermont, 
Virginia,  West  Virginia,  Wisconsin,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia,  to  Brookneal, 
Va. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
Washington,  D.C.  or  Roanoke,  Va. 

No.  MC  52704  (Sub-No.  127),  filed 
March  26,  1976.  Applicant:  GLENN 

McClendon  trucking  company, 

INC.,  Opelika  Highway,  P.O.  Drawer 
“H”,  LaFayette,  Ala.  36862.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Archie  B.  Culbreth, 
Suite  246, 1252  West  Peachtree  St.,  N.W., 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30309.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Sugar  (except  in  bulk), 
'from  Gramercy  and  Houma,  La.,  to 
points  in  Alabama,  Georgia,  Virginia  and 
West  Virginia. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Atlanta, 

Ga. 

No.  MC  52704  (Sub-No.  128),  filed 
April  9,  1976.  Applicant:  GLENN  Mc- 
CLENDON  TRUCKING  COMPANY, 
INC.,  Post  Office  Drawer  *'H”,  LaFayette, 
Ala.  36862.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Archie  B.  Culbreth,  Suite  246,  1252  West 
Peachtree  St„  N.W.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30309. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Paper,  paper 


products  and  woodpulp  (except  in  bulk) , 
from  the  plantsite  of  Bowater  Southern 
Paper  Corporation  located  at  Calhoun, 
Term.,  to  points  In  Georgia  and  Okla¬ 
homa;  (2)  materials,  equipment  and 
supplies,  used  In  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  paper,  paper  products  and 
woodpulp  (except  In  bulk),  from  points 
in  Georgia  and  Oklahoma,  to  the  plant- 
site  of  Bowater  Southern  Paper  Cor¬ 
poration  located  at  Calhoun,  Tenn. ;  and 
(3)  paper  mill  rolls,  from  the  plantsite 
of  Bowater  Southern  Paper  Corporation 
located  at  Calhoun,  Tenn.,  to  points  in 
Georgia. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
Atlanta,  Ga.  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  52858  (Sub-No.  115),  filed 
April  12,  1976.  Applicant:  CONVOY 
COMPANY,  a  Corporation,  3900  N.W. 
Yeon  Avenue,  P.O.  Box  10185,  Portland, 
Oreg.  97210.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Marvin  Handler,  100  Pine  Street,  Suite 
2550,  San  Francisco,  Calif.  94111.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Automobiles  and 
trucks,  in  truckaway  service,  in  second¬ 
ary  movements,  between  points  in  Colo¬ 
rado,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
Utah  and  Wyoming. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Denver,  Colo ,  or  Port¬ 
land,  Oreg. 

No.  MC  56244  < Sub-No.  47),  filed 
April  12,  1976.  Applicant:  KUHN 

TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  98,  R.D.  No.  2,  Gardners,  Pa. 
17324.  Applicant’s  representative:  John 
M.  Musselman,  P.O.  Box  1146,  410  North 
Third  Street,  Harrisburg,  Pa.  17108.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Foodstuffs  (except 
in  bulk) ,  from  the  plantsites  of  National 
Fruit  Product  Company,  Inc.,  located  at 
Kent  City,  Mich.,  to  points  in  Ohio  and 
Pennsylvania,  restricted  to  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  shipments  originating  at  the 
above  named  facilities  and  destined  to 
the  above  named  destinations. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Harrisburg,  Pa.  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  64932  (Sub-No.  559),  filed 
April  21,  1976.  Applicant:  ROGERS 
CARTAGE  COMPANY,  a  Corporation, 
10735  South  Cicero  Avenue,  Oak  Lawn, 
HI.  60453.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Carl  L.  Steiner,  39  South  LaSalle  Street, 
Chicago,  Ill.  60603.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Ink,  in  bulk,  in  shipper  owned  vehi¬ 
cles,  from  the  plantsite  of  Sun  Chemical 
Corporation,  at  Kankakee,  Ill.,  to  points 
in  Indiana,  Kentucky,  Michigan,  New 
York,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania  and  Tennessee. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  67450  (Sub-No.  57) ,  filed  April 
23,  1976.  Applicant:  PETERLIN  CART¬ 
AGE  CO„  a  Corporation,  9651  South 


Ewing  Avenue,  Chicago,  Ill.  60617.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Joseph  M 
Scanlan,  111  West  Washington  Street, 
Chicago,  Ill.  60602.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Flour,  in  bulk,  from  Cleveland,  Ohio, 
to  points  in  New  Jersey  and  New  York. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  69397  (Sub-No.  19),  filed  April 
12,  1976.  Applicant:  JAMES  H.  HART¬ 
MAN  &  SON,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  85,  Poco- 
moke  City,  Md.  21851.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Wilmer  B.  Hill,  805  Mc- 
Lachlen  Bank  Building,  666  Eleventh 
Street  NW„  Washington,  D.C.  20001.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Lumber  and  lum¬ 
ber  products,  from  points  in  Dorchester 
and  Wicomico  Counties,  Md.,  to  points  in 
Delaware,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  those 
in  Pennsylvania  on  and  east  of  the  Sus¬ 
quehanna  River,  and  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  helu  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  82841  (Sub-No.  170),  filed 
April  7,  1976.  Applicant:  HUNT  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION,  INC.,  10770  I  Street. 
Omaha,  Nebr.  68127.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Donald  L.  Stern,  530  Univac 
Building,  7100  West  Center  Road 
Omaha,  Nebr.  68106.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Aluminum  and  aluminum  arti¬ 
cles,  (a)  from  East  Morris,  HI.,  to  point* 
in  the  United  States  on  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  mouth  of  the  Missis¬ 
sippi  River,  and  extending  along  the 
Mississippi  River  to  its  junction  with  the 
western  boundary  of  Itasca  County. 
Minn.,  thence  northward  along  the  west¬ 
ern  boundaries  of  Itasca  and  Koochi¬ 
ching  Counties,  Minn.,  to  the  Interna¬ 
tional  Boundary  line  between  the  United 
States  and  Canada;  and  (b)  from  River¬ 
side  and  Visalia,  Calif.,  to  points  in  the 
United  States  on  and  west  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  mouth  of  the  Mississippi 
River,  and  extending  along  the  Missis¬ 
sippi  River  to  its  junction  with  the  west¬ 
ern  boundary  of  Itasca  County,  Minn , 
thence  northward  along  the  western 
boundaries  of  Itasca  and  Koochiching 
Counties,  Minn.,  to  the  International 
Boundary  line  between  the  United  States 
and  Canada,  and  points  in  Illinois,  In¬ 
diana,  Ohio,  and  Wisconsin;  (2)  alumi¬ 
num  and  zinc  ingots,  (a)  from  Checotah, 
Okla.,  to  points  in  Arkansas,  Colorado, 
Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas, 
Kentucky,  Missouri,  Ohio,  Tennessee, 
and  Texas;  and  (b)  from  Cleveland, 
Ohio,  to  points  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa, 
Kentucky,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Pennsylvania,  and  Wisconsin:  (3) 
aluminum  ingots,  blooms,  pigs,  billets, 
and  slots,  from  Femdale,  Wash.,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  on  and  west 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  mouth  of  the 
Mississippi  River,  and  extending  along 
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the  Mississippi  River  to  its  junction  with 
the  western  boundary  of  Itasca  County, 
Minn.,  thence  northward  along  the  west¬ 
ern  boundaries  of  Itasca  and  Koochi¬ 
ching  Counties,  Minn.,  to  the  Interna¬ 
tional  Boundary  line  between  the  United 
States  and  Canada,  and  points  in  Illi¬ 
nois.  Indiana,  Ohio,  and  Wisconsin,  re¬ 
stricted  to  traffic  originating  at  or  des¬ 
tined  to  the  facilities  of  Alumax,  Inc., 
and  its  affiliated  companies. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  San  Fran¬ 
cisco,  Calif. 

No.  MC  82841  (Sub-No.  173),  filed 
April  22,  1976.  Applicant:  HUNT 

TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  10770  I 
Street,  Omaha,  Nebr.  68127.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Donald  L.  Stem,  530 
Univac  Building,  7100  West  Center  Road, 
Omaha,  Nebr.  68106.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Lumber  and  lumber  products,  from 
points  in  Idaho,  Montana,  Oregon,  and 
Washington,  to  points  in  Colorado,  Illi¬ 
nois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky, 
Michigan,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  Nebras¬ 
ka,  North  Dakota,  Ohio,  South  Dakota, 
Wisconsin,  and  Wyoming,  restricted  to 
shipments  for  the  Account  of  Emmer 
Bros.,  Inc. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Min¬ 
neapolis,  Minn. 

No.  MC  84687  (Sub-No.  4),  filed 
April  12,  1976.  Applicant:  VETERANS 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  218, 
Bristol,  Wis.  53104.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Steve  Enich,  1225  West 
Mitchell  Street,  Milwaukee,  Wis.  53204. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting.  Foodstuffs, 
between  Chicago,  Ill.,  and  Ozaukee, 
Washington,  Dane,  Green  Bay,  Sauk, 
Columbia,  Dodge,  Fond  Du  Lac,  Winne¬ 
bago,  Waupaca,  Shawano,  Outagamie, 
Calumet,  Sheboygan,  Manitowoc,  Ke¬ 
waunee,  Brown,  Door,  Oconto,  and 
Marinette  Counties,  Wis. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier  au¬ 
thority  in  MC  47309,  therefore  dual  opera¬ 
tions  may  be  Involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  request#  it  be  held  at 
Chicago,  Ill.,  or  MUwaukee,  Wis. 

No.  MC  94350  (Sub-No.  361),  filed 
April  19,  1976.  Applicant:  TRANSIT 
HOMES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1628,  Greenville, 
S.C.  29602.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Mitchell  King.  Jr.  (same  address  as  ap¬ 
plicant)  .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Trailers, 
designed  to  be  drawn  by  passenger  auto¬ 
mobiles.  in  initial  movements,  and  build¬ 
ings,  in  sections,  mounted  on  wheeled 
undercarriages,  from  points  in  Min¬ 
nehaha  County,  S.  Dak.,  to  points  in  the 
United  States,  including  Alaska,  but  ex¬ 
cluding  Hawaii. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Sioux  Falls,  S. 
Dak. 


No.  MC  103066  (Sub-No.  34).  filed 
April  21,  1976.  Applicant:  STONE 

TRUCKING  COMPANY,  P.O.  Box  2014, 
Tulsa,  Okla.  74101.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Eugene  D.  Anderson,  910  17th 
St.  NW.,  Suite  428,  Washington,  D.C. 
20006.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Plastic 
granules,  fillers,  coloring  agents  and 
dyes,  compounding  materials,  reground 
and  reprocessed  plastic,  between  points 
in  Alabama,  Arizona,  Arkansas,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  Colorado,  Florida,  Georgia,  Illi¬ 
nois,  Indiana,  Kentucky,  Louisiana, 
Maryland,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Mis¬ 
souri,  North  Carolina,  Ohio,  Oklahoma, 
Oregon,  Pennsylvania,  South  Carolina, 
Tennessee,  Texas,  Virginia,  Washington, 
and  Wisconsin. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  103066  (Sub-No.  35),  filed 
April  21,  1976.  Applicant:  STONE 

TRUCKING  COMPANY,  P.O.  Box  2014, 
Tulsa,  Okla.  74101.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Eugene  D.  Anderson,  910  17th 
St.  NW.,  Suite  428,  Washington,  D.C. 
20006.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Plastic 
granules,  between  points  in  Alabama, 
Arkansas,  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Flor¬ 
ida,  Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa, 
Kansas,  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Maryland, 
Massachusetts,  Michigan,  Minnesota, 
Mississippi,  Missouri,  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  North  Carolina,  Ohio,  Oklahoma, 
Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  Tennessee,  Texas,  Virginia,  West 
Virginia,  and  Wisconsin. 

Not*. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  104421  (Sub-No.  18),  filed 
April  20, 1976.  Applicant:  ECONOLINES, 
INC.,  1415  South  35th,  P.O.  Box  7215, 
Council  Bluffs,  Iowa  51501.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Roger  W.  Norris  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in 
and  used  by  manufacturers  and  dis¬ 
tributors  of  trailers,  and  materials, 
equipment,  supplies,  and  accessories  used 
in  the  operation,  maintenance,  and  re¬ 
pair  thereof,  between  points  in  Potta¬ 
wattamie  County,  Iowa,  and  Sarpy 
County,  Nebr.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Arizona,  Colorado, 
Idaho,  Montana,  Nevada,  New  Mexico, 
North  Dakota,  Oklahoma,  Oregon,  South 
Dakota,  Texas,  Utah,  Washington,  and 
Wyoming. 

Not*. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Lincoln 
or  Omaha,  Nebr. 

No.  MC  105813  (Sub-No.  211),  filed 
April  12,  1976.  Applicant:  BELPORD 
TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  1759  SW.  12th 
Street,  P.O.  Box  1936,  Ocala,  Fla.  32670. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Arnold  I*. 


Burke,  180  North  LaSalle  Street,  Chi¬ 
cago,  ILL  60601.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Such  merchandise  as  are  dealt  in 
by  chain  grocery  stores,  and  advertising 
material,  fixtures,  and  equipment,  inci¬ 
dental  to  the  sale  thereof,  in  mechani¬ 
cally  refrigerated  equipment,  from  Chi¬ 
cago,  Ill.,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Florida, 
Georgia,  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  North 
Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Tennessee, 
Virginia  and  West  Virginia. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  105984  (Sub-No.  16),  filed 
April  23,  1976.  Applicant:  JOHN  B. 
BARBOUR  TRUCKING  COMPANY, 
402  East  Highway,  P.O.  Box  577,  Iowa 
Park,  Tex.  76367.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  David  R.  Parker,  2310  Colorado 
State  Bank  Bldg.,  1600  Broadway,  Den¬ 
ver,  Colo.  80202.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transpoi  t- 
ing:  (1)  Irrigation  and  sprinkler  sys¬ 
tems  and  related  accessories  and  equip¬ 
ment,  from  the  plantsite  and  facilities 
of  Lockwood  Corporation,  located  at 
Wichita  Falls,  Tex.,  to  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii) ;  and  (2)  materials,  supplies, 
and  equipment  used  in  the  manu¬ 
facture,  production,  and  distribution  of 
the  commodities  named  in  (1)  above, 
from  points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii) ,  to  the  plantsite  and 
facilities  of  Lockwood  Corporation, 
located  at  Wichita  Falls,  Tex. 

Nove.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Wichita 
Falls.  Tex. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub-No.  486),  filed 
April  9,  1976.  Applicant:  MILLER 

TRANSPORTERS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1123, 
U.S.  Highway  80  West,  Jackson,  Miss. 
39205.  Applicant’s  representative:  John 
J.  Borth,  P.O.  Box  8573,  Battlefield 
Station,  Jackson,  Miss.  39204.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Dry  fertilizer,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  Lake  Providence, 
La.,  to  points  in  Arkansas,  Mississippi, 
and  those  points  in  Texas  on  and  north 
of  Interstate  Highway  20  and  on  and 
east  of  Interstate  Highway  35. 

Not*. — If  &  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Jackson, 
Miss. 

No.  MC  107818  (Sub-No.  81),  filed 
April  12,  1976.  Applicant:  GREEN- 
STEIN  TRUCKING  COMPANY,  a  Cor¬ 
poration,  280  NW.  12th  Avenue,  P.O. 
Box  608,  Pompano  Beach,  Fla.  3306L 
Applicant’s  representative:  Martin 

Sack,  Jr.,  1754  Gulf  Life  Tower,  Jack¬ 
sonville,  Fla.  32207.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  foods  (except  in  bulk) ,  from 
Montezuma,  Ga.,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  in  and  east  of  Iowa,  Minnesota* 
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Mississippi.  Missouri,  and  Tennessee, 
resticted  against  interlining  at  Monte¬ 
zuma,  Oft. 

Not*. — If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Atlanta, 
Ga.,  or  Jacksonville,  Fla. 

No.  MC  109692  (Sub-No.  36),  filed 
April  19,  1976.  Applicant:  GRAIN  BELT 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  625 
Livestock  Exchange  Bldg.,  Kansas  City, 
Mo.  64102.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Tom  B.  Kretslnger,  Suite  910  Brookfield 
Bldg.,  101  West  Eleventh  St.,  Kansas 
City,  Mo.  64105.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Iron  and  steel  articles,  from  the  fa¬ 
cilities  of  Nucor  Steel  Division  of  Nucor 
Corporation  located  at  or  near  Norfolk, 
Nebr.,  to  points  in  Arkansas,  Missouri, 
and  Oklahoma. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Omaha  or 
Lincoln,  Nebr. 

No.  MC  110420  (Sub-No.  754),  filed 
April  22,  1976.  Applicant:  QUALITY 
CARRIERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  186,  Pleasant 
Prairie,  Wis.  53158.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Joseph  K.  Reber  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Chemicals,  detergents,  emulsions, 
floor  finishes,  liquid  cleaners,  and  latex, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Merton, 
Wis.,  to  points  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Mich¬ 
igan,  Minnesota,  Ohio,  and  Wisconsin. 

Not*:  Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill.,  or 
Minneapolis,  Minn. 

No.  MC  110525  (Sub-No.  1154),  filed 
April  23,  1976.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  520  East 
Lancaster  Avenue,  Downingtown,  Pa. 
19335.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Thomas  J.  O’Brien,  520  East  Lancaster 
Avenue,  Downingtown,  Pa.  19335.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Liquid  chemicals. 
In  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Peachtree 
City,  Ga.,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Louisi¬ 
ana,  Mississippi,  Texas,  and  points  in 
Indiana  and  Missouri  on  and  south  of 
Interstate  Highway  70. 

Not*. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Atlanta, 
Ga. 

No.  MC  110563  (Sub-No.  179),  filed 
April  21,  1976.  Applicant:  COLDWAY 
POOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  747, 
Sidney,  Ohio  45365.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Joseph  M.  Scanlan,  111  W. 
Washington,  Chicago,  Ill.  60602.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Meat,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts.  meat  byproducts,  and  articles  dis¬ 
tributed  by  meat  packinghouses,  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  Sections  A  and  C  of  Appendix 
I  to  the  report  In  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and 
966  (except  hides  and  commodities  in 


bulk) ,  from  the  plantsite  and  warehouse 
facilities  utilized  by  Hlilshlre  Farm 
Company  located  at  or  near  New  London, 
Wis.,  to  poilnte  In  Connecticut,  Dela¬ 
ware,  Maryland,  Massachusetts,  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Island,  and  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia,  restricted  to  traffic  originating 
at  the  above-named  plantsite  and  ware¬ 
house  facilities. 

Nor*.— If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Milwaukee,  Wis.,  or  Chicago,  HI. 

No.  MC  110563  (Sub-No.  180),  filed 
April  22,  1976.  Applicant:  COLDWAY 
FOOD  EXPRESS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  747, 
Sidney,  Ohio  45365.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Joseph  M.  Scanlan,  111  W. 
Washington,  Chicago,  Ill.  60602.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Foodstuffs,  from  St. 
Louis,  Mo.,  to  points  In  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Kentucky,  Michigan,  and  Ohio. 

Not*. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  St.  Louis, 
Mo. 

No.  MC  111545  (Sub-No.  222),  filed 
April  19,  1976.  Applicant:  HOME 

TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  INC, 
1425  Franklin  Rd.  SE.,  Marietta,  Ga. 
30067.  Applicant’s  representative:  Robert 
E.  Born,  P.O.  Box  6426,  Station  A,  Mari¬ 
etta,  Ga.  30065,  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle.  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Iron  and  steel,  and  iron  and  steel  arti¬ 
cles  (except  commodities  which  require 
special  equipment  because  of  size  or 
weight),  (1)  from  the  plantsite  and 
warehouse  facilities  of  Pacific  Tube  Com¬ 
pany  located  in  Los  Angeles  County, 
Calif.,  to  points  in  and  east  of  Minneso¬ 
ta,  Iowa,  Nebraska,  Kansas,  Oklahoma, 
and  Texas;  and  (2)  from  the  plantsite 
and  warehouse  facilities  of  Cyprus  Tub¬ 
ing  and  Conduit  Co,  located  at  or  near 
Torrance,  Calif,  to  points  in  Arkansas, 
Kansas,  Missouri,  Oklahoma,  and  Texas. 

Not*. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Los  An¬ 
geles,  Calif. 

No.  MC  111729  (Sub-No.  641),  filed 
April  5,  1976.  Applicant:  PUROLATOR 
COURIER  CORP,  3333  New  Hyde  Park 
Road,  New  Hyde  Park,  N.Y.  11040.  Appli¬ 
cant's  representative:  John  M.  Delany, 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Business  papers,  records, 
audit  and  accounting  media  of  all  kinds, 
advertising  materials,  and  drug  samples, 
between  Alexandria  Va,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  Akron,  Canton,  East 
Liverpool,  Salem,  Tallmadge,  and 
Youngstown,  Ohio;  and  Gurnham,  Car¬ 
lisle,  Chambersburg,  Harrisburg,  Her- 
shey,  Lancaster,  Lebanon,  Lemoyne, 
Philadelphia,  Plymouth  Meeting,  Read¬ 
ing,  Springfield,  State  College,  and  York, 
Pa. 

Not*. — Common  control  may  also  be  In¬ 
volved.  Applicant  holds  contract  carrier  au¬ 
thority  In  MC  112750  and  subs  thereunder, 
therefore  dual  operations  may  be  Involved. 


If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  111729  (Sub-No.  645),  filed 
April  19,  1976.  Applicant:  PUROLATOR 
COURIER  CORP.,  3333  New  Hyde  Park 
Road,  New  Hyde  Park,  N.Y.  11040.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Russell  S. 
Bernhard,  1625  K  Street  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20006.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Perishable  chemical  metal-bright¬ 
ening  agent,  not  to  exceed  50  pounds  per 
package  or  articles  from  one  consignor 
to  one  consignee  on  any  day,  (a)  be¬ 
tween  Cleveland  and  Sandusky,  Ohio,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Char¬ 
lotte,  N.C.;  Chicago,  Ill.;  Memphis,  Ten.; 
and  Secaucus,  N.J.,  (b)  from  Sandusky, 
Ohio,  to  points  in  Indiana,  Kentucky, 
Michigan,  and  Pennsylvania,  (c)  from 
Secaucus,  N.J.,  to  points  in  Connecticut., 
Delaware,  Maryland,  Massachusetts, 
New  York,  and  Rhode  Island,  (d)  from 
Charlotte,  N.C.,  to  points  in  North  Caro¬ 
lina,  South  Carolina,  Virginia,  and  West 
Virginia,  (e)  from  Chicago,  Ill.,  to  points 
in  Illinois,  Iowa,  Minnesota,  and  Wiscon¬ 
sin,  and  (f)  from  Memphis,  Tenn.,  to 
points  in  Missouri  and  Tennessee,  re¬ 
stricted  in  (c)  through  (f)  to  an  Imme¬ 
diately  prior  out-of-State  movement. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  In  No.  MC  112750  and  subs  there¬ 
under,  therefore  dual  operations  may  be  In¬ 
volved.  Common  control  may  also  be  In¬ 
volved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Washington, 
D.C. 

No.  MC  111729  (Sub-No.  647),  filed 
April  21.  1976.  Applicant:  PUROLATOR 
COURIER  CORP.,  3333  New  Hyde  Park 
Road,  New  Hyde  Park,  N.Y.  11040.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Russell  S.  Bern- 
hard,  1625  K  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20006.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Radiopharmaceuticals,  diagnostic  test 
kits,  medical  instruments,  biochemicals, 
equipment,  and  supplies,  between  Or¬ 
angeburg,  N.Y.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  North  Carolina  and 
South  Carolina. 

Not*. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  In  MC  1 12750  and  subs  thereunder, 
therefore  dual  operations  may  be  Involved. 
Common  control  may  also  be  involved.  If 
a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  Washington,  D  C. 

No.  MC  111729  (Sub-No.  650),  filed 
April  23,  1976.  Applicant:  PUROLATOR 
COURIER  CORP.,  3333  New  Hyde  Park 
Road,  New  Hyde  Park,  N.Y.  11040.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Russell  S.  Bern- 
hard,  1625  K  Street  NW,  Washington, 
D.C.  20006.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Med¬ 
ical  instruments,  between  Overland  Park, 
Kans.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Colorado,  Illinois,  Iowa, 
Missouri,  Nebraska,  and  Oklahoma,  re¬ 
stricted  against  the  transportation  of 
packages  or  articles  weighing  In  excess  of 
40  pounds  each  and  120  pounds  In  the 
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aggregate,  from  (me  consignor  to  one 
consignee  on  any  one  day. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  In  MC  1 12750  and  subs  thereunder, 
therefore  dual  operations  may  be  Involved. 
Common  control  may  also  be  Involved.  If  a 
hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  112306  (Sub-No.  18).  filed 
April  19.  1976.  Applicant:  C  &  R  TRANS¬ 
FER  CO..  P.O.  Box  1010,  Rapid  City. 
S.  Dak.  57701.  Applicant’s  representative: 
James  W.  Olson,  821  Columbus,  Rapid 
City,  S.  Dak.  57701.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Iron  and  steel  articles,  (a)  from  the 
plantsites  of  North  Star  Steel  located  in 
the  Minneapolis-St.  Paul,  Min.,  commer¬ 
cial  zone,  to  Rapid  City,  S.  Dak.;  (b) 
from  the  plantsite  and  storage  facilities 
of  North  Star  Steel  located  at  or  near 
Wilton,  Iowa,  to  Rapid  City,  S.  Dak.; 
and  (c)  from  the  plantsite  and  storage 
facilities  of  Nucor  Steel  located  at  Nor¬ 
folk,  Nebr.,  to  Rapid  City,  S.  Dak.,  under 
a  continuing  contract,  or  contracts  with 
Dakota  Steel  &  Supply  located  at  Rapid 
City,  S.  Dak. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  common  carrier 
authority  In  No.  MO  123885  and  subs  there¬ 
under,  therefore  dual  operations  may  be  In¬ 
volved.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Rapid 
City,  S.  Dak.,  or  Denver,  Colo. 

No.  MC  112713  (Sub-No.  193),  filed 
April  22,  1976.  Applicant:  YELLOW 
FREIGHT  SYSTEM.  INC.,  10990  Roe 
Avenue,  P.O.  Box  7270,  Shawnee  Mission, 
Kans.  66207.  Applicant’s  reprsentative: 
Edward  G.  Bazelon,  39  South  LaSalle 
Street,  Chicago,  HI.,  60603.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities,  be¬ 
tween  the  terminal  facilities  of  Republio 
Freight  System,  Inc.,  located  in  Dade, 
Broward,  and  Palm  Beach  Counties,  Fla., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Dade,  Broward,  and  Palm 
Beach  Counties,  Fla.,  restricted  to  ship¬ 
ments  moving  on  bills  of  lading  Issued 
by  the  named  freight  forwarder. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  Kansas  City,  Mo,  or 
Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  112801  (Sub-No.  185),  filed 
April  21,  1976.  Applicant:  TRANSPORT 
SERVICE  CO.,  2  Salt  Creek  Lane,  Hins¬ 
dale,  HI.  60521.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Carl  L.  Steiner.  39  South  LaSalla 
St.,  Chicago,  Ill.  60603.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Sugar,  products  of  corn  and  blends 
thereof,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Kansas  City,  Kans. — Kansas  City,  Mo. 
Commercial  Zone,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  Alaska  and  Hawaii) . 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Chicago,  Ill.,  or  Kansas  City,  Mo. 

No.  MC  114015  (Sub-No.  19),  filed 
April  26.  1976.  Applicant:  IJUSS,  IN¬ 
CORPORATED,  Highway  47  West,  P.O. 


Box  666,  Chase  City,  Va.  23924.  Appli¬ 
cant's  representative:  Morton  E.  Kiel, 
Suite  6193,  5  World  Trade  Center,  New 
York,  N.Y.  10048.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  W allboard,  building  board,  in¬ 
sulation  board,  fibreboard,  and  pulp- 
board,  from  the  plantsite  and  storage 
facilities  of  the  United  States  Gypsum 
Company,  at  Lisbon  Falls,  Maine,  to 
points  in  Alabama,  Florida,  Georgia, 
Mississippi,  North  Carolina,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  Tennessee,  Virginia,  and  West  Vir¬ 
ginia:  and  (2)  returned  shipments,  of 
the  above  specified  commodities  and  ma¬ 
terials,  supplies,  and  equipment,  used  in 
the  manufacture,  installation,  and  dis¬ 
tribution  of  the  aforementioned  com¬ 
modities  (except  in  bulk) ,  from  the  des¬ 
tination  points,  to  the  origin  point  named 
in  (1)  above,  under  contract  with  United 
States  Gypsum  Company. 

Note. — Common  oontrol  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Atlanta,  Oa.,  or  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  ' 

No.  MC  114045  (Sub-No.  433),  filed 
April  26,  1976.  Applicant:  TRANS-COLD 
EXPRESS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5842,  Dallas, 
Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s  representative: 
J.  B.  Stuart,  P.O.  Box  61228,  D/FW  Air¬ 
port,  Tex.  75261.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Pet  supplies,  in  vehicles  equipped 
with  mechanical  refrigeration,  from 
Cranbury,  N.J.,  to  points  in  California 
and  Texas. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
Jf  a  hearing  le  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  or 
Washington,  D:C. 

No.  MC  114194  (Sub-No.  185),  filed 
March  31,  1976.  Applicant:  KREIDER 
TRUCK  SERVICE,  INC.,  8003  Collins¬ 
ville  Road.  East  St.  Louis,  HI.  62201. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Ernest  A. 
Brooks,  II,  1301-02  Ambassador  Build¬ 
ing,  St.  Louis,  Mo.  63101.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Corn  products  and  blends 
containing  com  products,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  the  facilities  of 
A.  E.  Staley  Manufacturing  Company  lo¬ 
cated  at  or  near  Lafayette,  Ind.,  to  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii) . 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Chicago,  Ill.,  or  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

No.  MC  114211  (Sub-No.  257)  (Correc¬ 
tion)  ,  filed  January  6,  1976,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  issue  of  March  25, 
1976.  republished  as  corrected  this  issue. 
Applicant:  WARREN  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  324  Manhard  Street,  P.O.  Box  420, 
Waterloo,  Iowa  50704.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Daniel  C.  Sullivan,  327 
South  LaSalle,  Chicago,  HI.  60604.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  (a) 
Self-propelled  vehicles  (except  those  mo¬ 
tor  vehicles  as  defined  in  section  203(a) 


(13>  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  and 
commodities  moving  in  driveway  serv¬ 
ice)  ;  (b)  boring  and  drilling  equipment; 
(c)  equipment  designed  for  use  in  con¬ 
junction  with  the  commodities  in  (a)  and 
Cb)  above;  and  (d)  parts  and  attach¬ 
ments  for  the  commodities  in  (a),  (b), 
and  (c)  above,  from  Woodbine,  Iowa  and 
Cherokee,  Iowa  and  Omaha,  Nebr.,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except  Alas¬ 
ka  and  Hawaii) ;  (2)  materials,  equip¬ 
ment,  and  supplies  used  in  the  manufac¬ 
ture  and  distribution  of  the  commodities 
described  in  (1)  above  (except  commod¬ 
ities  in  bulk) ,  from  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  Alaska  and  Hawaii)  to 
Woodbine,  Iowa  and  Cherokee,  Iowa  and 
Omaha,  Nebr.;  and  (3)  the  commodities 
described  in  (1)  above  which  at  the  time 
of  movement  is  being  transported  for  the 
purpose  of  display  or  experiment  and  Ls 
moving  between  the  sites  of  plants,  sales 
branches,  warehouses,  experimental 
stations,  farms,  show  exhibits  of  field 
demonstrations,  between  points  in  the 
United  .States  (except  Alaska  nad  Ha¬ 
waii). 

Note.; — The  purpose  of  this  republication 
ls  to  correct  the  requested  authority  In  this 
proceeding.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Des  Moines,  Iowa,  or  Omaha,  Nebr. 

No.  MC  114457  (Sub-No.  260).  filed 
April  19,  1976.  Applicant:  DART  TRAN¬ 
SIT  COMPANY.  2102  University  Avenue, 
St.  Paul.  Minn.  55114.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  James  C.  Hardman,  33  North 
LaSalle  St..  Chicago,  HI.  60602.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Frozen  bakery 
goods,  from  the  plant  and  warehouse 
facilities  of  Tennessee  Doughnut  Com¬ 
pany  located  in  Davidson  County,  Tenn., 
to  points  in  Delaware,  Illinois,  Indiana. 
Iowa,  Maryland,  Michigan.  Minnesota, 
Missouri,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Virginia, 
West  Virginia,  Wisconsin,  and  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia. 

Not*. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  a  consolidated  hearing 
at  Mlnneapolls-St.  Paul  or  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  114946  (Sub-No.  3) ,  filed  April 
23,  1976.  Applicant:  OSBORNE  B. 

CAUGH,  INC.,  College  Highway,  P.O. 
Box  54,  Southwick,  Mass.  01077.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  S.  Michael  Rich¬ 
ards,  44  North  Avenue,  Webster,  N.Y. 
14580.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Fertilizer. 
in  bulk,  from  Enfield  Township,  Conn., 
to  Berkshire,  Franklin.  Hampden,  and 
Hampshire  Counties,  Mass. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Springfield.  Mass.,  or  Hartford,  Conn. 

No.  MC  115215  (Sub-No.  23),  filed 
April  5,  1976.  Applicant:  NEW  TRUCK 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  639,  Perry,  Fla. 
32347.  Applicant’s  representative:  Sol  H. 
Proctor,  1107  Blacks  tone  Bldg.,  Jackson¬ 
ville,  Fla.  32202.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting! 
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Poles,  posts,  timbers,  and  lumber,  from 
points  In  Alabama,  to  points  In  Florida. 

Noth. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  te  deemed  necessary,  the  ap¬ 
plicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Jackson¬ 
ville,  Fla.,  or  Alfenta,  Oa. 

No.  MC  115322  (Sub-No.  115),  filedi 
April  21,  1976.  Applicant:  REDWING 
REFRIGERATED,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  10177, 
Highway  527.  Taft,  Fla.  32809.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  J.  V.  McCoy, 
P.O.  Box  426,  Tampa,  Fla.  33601.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
"  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Frozen  foodstuffs 
and  potato  products,  in  straight  or  mixed 
shipments  (except  in  bulk),  from  the 
plantsite  and  storage  facilities  of  McCain 
Foods  Inc.,  located  at  Portland,  Maine,  to 
points  in  Alabama,  Florida,  Georgia, 
Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Mississippi,  North 
Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Tennessee, 
Virginia,  and  West  Virginia. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary,  the  ap¬ 
plicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Portland, 
Maine,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  115496  (Sub-No.  43).  filed 
April  12,  1976.  Applicant:  LUMBER 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  111,  Coch¬ 
ran,  Ga.  31014.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Virgil  H.  Smith.  Suite  12,  1587 
Phoenix  Boulevard,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30349. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Lumber  and 
lumber  products,  and  particle  board, 
from  the  manufacturing  facilities  of 
Louisiana-Pacific  Corporation,  located  at 
or  near  Clayton,  Ala.,  to  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama,  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Florida, 
Georgia,  Kentucky,  Maine,  Maryland, 
Massachusetts,  Michigan  (lower  Pen¬ 
insula)  ,  Mississippi,  New  Hampshire, 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  North  Carolina, 
Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  South 
Carolina,  Tennessee,  Vermont,  Virginia, 
West  Virginia,  and  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia,  restricted  to  shipments  originating 
at  the  above  origin  and  destined  to  the 
above  destinations. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Atlanta,  Ga* 
or  Birmingham,  Ala. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-No.  520),  filed 
April  21,  1976.  Applicant:  COLONIAL 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION, 
INC.,  107  Vulcan  Rd.,  P.O.  Box  10327, 
Birmingham,  Ala.  35201.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Terry  P.  Wilson  (same 
address  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  (1)  Candy  and/or  confectionery 
and  related  products  (except  in  bulk) ; 
and  (2)  advertising  matter,  premiums 
and  display  materials,  when  shipped  in 
the  same  vehicle  with  commodities  de¬ 
scribed  in  ( 1 )  above,  in  vehicles  equipped 
with  mechanical  refrigeration,  from  the 
plantsite  and  storage  facilities  of  M  &  M/ 
Mars,  a  division  of  Mars,  Incorporated 
located  at  or  near  Waco.  Tex.,  to  points 
In  Alabama,  Arizona,  Arkansas,  Cali¬ 


fornia,  Colorado,  Florida,  Georgia,  Illi¬ 
nois,  Indiana,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Louisi¬ 
ana,  Maryland,  Michigan,  Mississippi, 
Missouri,  Nevada.  New  Jersey,  New 
Mexico,  New  York,  Ohio,  Oklahoma,  Ore¬ 
gon,  Pennsylvania,  Tennessee,  Utah, 
Washington,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  a  consolidated  hearing  at 
either  Washington,  D.C.  or  DaUas,  Tex. 

No.  MC  115904  (Sub-No.  51),  filed 
April  22,  1976.  Applicant:  GROVER 
TRUCKING  CO.,  1710  West  Broadway, 
Idaho  Falls,  Idaho  84301.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Miss  Irene  Warr,  430 
Judge  Building,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah 
84111.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Plastic 
pipe  and  fittings,  from  Denver,  Colo.,  to 
points  in  Arizona,  Kansas,  Nebraska. 
New  Mexico,  Texas  and  Utah,  restricted 
against  the  transportation  of  those  com¬ 
modities  falling  within  the  category  de¬ 
scribed  in  Mercer  Extension-Oil  Field 
Commodities,  74  M.C.C.  459,  and  further 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  the  facilities  of  Amoco 
Chemicals  Corporation  at  Denver,  Colo. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
Denver,  Colo,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  116300  (Sub-No.  23),  (Correc¬ 
tion)  filed  January  30,  1976,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of  April  15, 
1976,  republished  as  corrected  this  issue. 
Applicant:  NANCE  AND  COLLUMS, 
INC.,  P.O.  Drawer  J,  Fernwood,  Miss. 
39635.  Applicant’s  representative:  Har¬ 
old  D.  Miller,  Jr.,  P.O.  Box  22567,  Jack- 
son,  Miss.  39205.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
(1)  Salt  and  salt  products;  and  (2)  ma¬ 
terials  and  supplies  used  in  agriculture, 
water  treatment,  food  processing,  whole¬ 
sale  grocery  and  Institutional  supply  in¬ 
dustries  when  shipped  in  mixed  loads 
with  salt  products  and  salt  products; 
(a)  from  Avery  Island,  Anse  LaButte, 
Baldwin,  Jefferson  Island  and  Weeks  Is¬ 
land,  La.,  to  points  in  Florida,  Georgia, 
and  Tennessee;  (b)  from  Anse  LaButte, 
and  Baldwin,  La.,  to  points  in  Arkansas, 
Louisiana,  and  Texas;  and  (c)  from 
Weeks  Island,  La.,  to  points  in  Arkansas, 
and  Texas. 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  republication 
Is  to  correct  the  commodity  description  of 
this  proceeding.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at 
either  Jackson,  Miss,  or  New  Orleans,  La. 

No.  MC  116519  (Sub-No.  33),  filed 
April  12,  1976.  Applicant:  FREDRICK 
TRANSPORT  LIMITED,  R.R.  6,  Chat¬ 
ham,  Ontario,  Canada.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Jeremy  Kahn,  Suite  733,  In¬ 
vestment  Building,  Washington,  D.C. 
20005.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Contain¬ 
ers,  compactors,  truck  bodies  and  trailers. 


equipped  specifically  for  the  collection 
and  compaction  of  waste  materials,  from 
ports  of  entry  on  the  International 
Boundary  line  between  the  United  States 
and  Canada,  located  in  Michigan  and 
New  York,  to  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  Alaska,  Arizona,  California,  Col¬ 
orado,  Idaho,  Montana,  Nevada,  New 
Mexico,  Hawaii,  Oregon,  Utah,  Washing¬ 
ton,  and  Wyoming),  restricted  (1)  to 
traffic  in  foriegn  commerce;  and  (2)  to 
traffic  originating  at  the  plantsite  and 
facilities  of  Universal  Handling  Equip¬ 
ment  Company,  at  Hamilton,  Ontario, 
Canada,  and  destined  to  customers  of 
Universal  Handling  Equipment  Com¬ 
pany,  located  at  points  within  the  desti¬ 
nation  territory. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washing¬ 
ton,  DC. 

No.  MC  117823  (Sub-No.  50).  filed 
April  26,  1976.  Applicant:  DUNKLEY 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORT,  INC., 
1915  South  900  West,  Salt  Lake  City, 
Utah  84104:  Applicant's  representative: 
Lon  Rodney  Kump,  200  Law  Bldg*  333 
East  Fourth  South,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah 
84111.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Food¬ 
stuffs,  from  Salem,  Or  eg.;  San  Fran¬ 
cisco,  and  Los  Angeles,  Calif.;  and  Salt 
Lake  City,  Utah,  to  Denver,  Colo. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  Loe  Angeles,  Calif* 
or  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah. 

No.  MC  118159  (Sub-No.  173),  filed 
April  21,  1976.  Applicant:  NATIONAL 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORT,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  51366,  Dawson,  Station.  Tulsa, 
Okla.  74151.  Applicant’s  representative : 
Neil  A.  DuJardin,  P.O.  Box  2298,  Green 
Bay,  Wis.  54306.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Paper  and  paper  products  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  and  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  or  dis¬ 
tribution  of  paper  and  paper  products 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  between 
the  plantsite  of  Southwest  Packaging, 
Inc.  located  at  or  near  Tulsa,  Okla.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii). 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  118202  (Sub-No.  52),  filed 
April  20,  1976.  Applicant:  SCHULTZ 
TRANSIT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  406,  Winona, 
Minn.  55987.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Val  M.  Higgins,  1000  First  National  Bank 
Building,  Minneapolis,  Minn.  55402.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Plumbing  supplies 
and  accessories,  from  the  plantsite  and 
warehouse  facilities  of  Powers-Flat  Cor¬ 
poration  located  at  or  near  Plainvlew, 
Long  Island.  N.Y*  to  points  In  the  United 
States  In  and  west  of  Kentucky,  Missis¬ 
sippi,  Ohio  and  Tennessee. 
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Not*.— Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  In  MC  134631  and  subs  thereunder, 
therefore  dual  operations  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  neoessary.  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  Washington,  D.O. 

No.  MC  118202  (Sub-No.  53),  filed 
April  26,  1976.  Applicant:  SCHULTZ 
TRANSIT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  406,  323  Bridge 
Street,  Winona,  Minn.  55987.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Eugene  A.  Schulte 

(same  address  as  applicant) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Meats, 
meat  products,  meat  products,  meat  by¬ 
products,  and  articles  distributed  by 
meat  packinghouses,  as  described  in  Sec¬ 
tions  A,  B,  and  C,  of  Appendix  I  to  the 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except  hides 
and  commodities  in  bulk),  from  Eau 
Claire  and  Chippewa  Falls.  Wis.,  to  points 
In  Alabama,  Connecticut.  Delaware,  Flor¬ 
ida,  Georgia,  Kentucky,  Louisiana, 
Maine,  Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Mis¬ 
sissippi,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  North  Carolina,  Ohio,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  Rhode  Island,  South  Carolina, 
Tennessee.  Vermont,  Virginia,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  and  the  District  of  Columbia,  re¬ 
stricted  to  traffic  originating  at  the 
\plantsites  and  warehouse  facilities  of 
Packerland  Packing  Company,  at  the 
above  named  origins. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  in  MC  134631  and  subs  thereunder, 
therefore  dual  operations  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  or 
Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  119165  (Sub-No.  5),  filed 
April  15,  1976.  Applicant:  ROBERT 
SAMUEL  SEEMAN  and  ROBERT  WIL¬ 
LIAM  SEEM  AN,  doing  business  as  SEE- 
MAN’S  TOWING  SERVICE,  P.O.  Box 
27023,  Chicago,  Ill.  60627.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Carl  L.  Steiner,  39  South 
LaSalle  Street,  Chicago,  HI.  60603.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Wrecked,  dam¬ 
aged,  or  disabled  motor  vehicles,  when 
towed  by  wrecker  type  equipment;  and 
(2)  used  motor  Vehicles  dispatched  to 
replace  wrecked,  damaged,  or  disabled 
motor  vehicles,  when  towed  by  wrecker 
type  equipment,  between  points  in  Cook, 
DuPage,  Kane,  Kendall,  Grundy,  Will, 
and  Kankakee  Counties,  Ill.,  and  Lake 
and  Porter  Counties,  Ind.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama,  Arkansas,  Georgia,  Kansas,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Louisiana,  Minnesota,  Mississippi, 
New  York,  Oklahoma,  Pennsylvania, 
Tennessee,  Texas,  and  West  Virginia. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Chi¬ 
cago,  IU. 

No.  MC  119619  (Sub-No.  86).  filed 
April  20,  1976.  Applicant:  DISTRIBU¬ 
TORS  SERVICE  CO.,  2000  West  43rd  St., 
Chicago,  HL  60609.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Arthur  J.  Pi  ken,  Suite  1515, 
1  Lefrak  City  Plaza,  Flushing,  N.Y.  11368. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Ir¬ 


regular  routes^  transporting:  Frozen 
foods,  from  the  plantsites  and  facilities 
of  Orchard  Hill  Farms  Inc.,  located  at 
or  near  Red  Hook  and  Germantown,  N.Y., 
to  points  in  Alabama,  Florida*  Georgia, 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Michigan, 
Minnesota,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  North 
Carolina,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  South 
Carolina,  Tennessee,  Virginia,  and  Wis¬ 
consin. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  did  not  specify  a  location. 

No.  MC  119726  (Sub-No.  67),  filed 
April  22,  1976.  Applicant:  N.A.B. 

TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  3220  Bluff  Road, 
Indianapolis,  Ind.  46217.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  James  L.  Beattey,  Suite 
1000,  130  East  Washington  St.,  Indian¬ 
apolis,  Ind.  46204.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes  transport¬ 
ing:  Ground  clay  (except  in  bulk),  from 
the  plant  and  warehouse  facilities  of  the 
Oil-Dri  Corporation  of  America,  at  or 
near  Ochlocknee,  Ga„  to  points  in 
Florida,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas, 
Kentucky,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Ohio,  and  Wisconsin. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Indian¬ 
apolis,  Ind.,  or  Chicago,  HI. 

No.  MC  119726  (Sub-No.  68),  filed 
April  22,  1976.  Applicant:  N.AJ3. 

TRUCKING  CO..  INC.,  3220  Bluff  Road, 
Indianapolis,  Ind.  46217.  Applicant's  rep¬ 
resentative:  James  L.  Beattey,  130  East 
Washington  Street,  Suite  1000,  Indian¬ 
apolis,  Ind.  46204.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Ground  clay,  (except  in  bulk),  from 
the  plant  and  warehouse  facilities  of  the 
Oil-Dri  Corporation  of  America  located 
at  or  near  Ripley,  Miss.,  to  Kansas  City, 
Kans.;  Kansas  City  and  St.  Louis,  Mo.; 
Detroit,  Mich.;  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  and 
points  within  25  miles  of  the  above  desti¬ 
nations. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Indianapolis,  Ind.,  or  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  119741  (Sub-No.  57),  filed 
April  22. 1976.  Applicant:  GREEN  FIELD 
TRANSPORT  COMPANY,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  1235,  3225  5th  Avenue  South,  Fort 
Dodge,  Iowa  50501.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  D.  L.  Robson  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Meats,  meat  products,  meat  byproducts, 
and  articles  distributed  by  meat  pack¬ 
inghouses,  as  described  in  Sections  A  and 
C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descrip¬ 
tions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates  61 
M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except  hides  and 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  Algona, 
Iowa,  to  Chicago,  m. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Minneapolis, 
Minn.,  or  Chicago,  IU. 

No.  MC  119789  (Sub-No.  287),  filed 
March  29,  1976.  Applicant:  CARAVAN 
REFRIGERATED  CARGO,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  6188,  Dallas.  Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s 


representative:  Hugh  T.  Matthews,  2340 
Fidelity  Union  Tower,  Dallas,  Tex.  75201. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting :  Alcohol  and 
alcoholic  beverages  (except  in  bulk), 
between  points  in  California,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama,  Florida,  Georgia,  Mississippi,  New 
Mexico.  North  Carolina,  South  Carolina. 
Virginia,  and  West  Virginia. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  San 
Francisco,  Calif. 

No.  MC  119974  (Sub-No.  55),  filed 
April  19,  1976.  Applicant:  L.C.L.  TRAN¬ 
SIT  COMPANY,  949  Advance  Street, 
Green  Bay.  Wis.  54304.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  L.  F.  Abel,  P.O.  Box  948,  Green 
Bay,  Wis.  54305.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Sugar,  products  of  com  and  blends 
thereof,  in  bulk,  from  Kansas  City, 
Kans. -Kansas  City,  Mo.,  Commercial 
Zone,  to  points  in  the  United  States  (ex¬ 
cept  Alaska  and  Hawaii) . 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
Kansas  City,  Mo.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  119974  (Sub-No.  56),  filed 
April  22,  1976.  Applicant:  L.C1.  TRAN¬ 
SIT  COMPANY,  a  Corporation,  949  Ad¬ 
vance  Street,  Green  Bay,  Wis.  54305. 
Applicant’s  representative:  L.  F.  Abel, 
P.O.  Box  949,  Green  Bay,  Wis.  54305. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Meats,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts,  meat  byproducts,  and  articles  dis¬ 
tributed  by  meat  packinghouses  (except 
hides  and  commodities  in  bulk),  as  de¬ 
fined  in  Sections  A  and  C  of  Appendix  I 
to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates  61  M.C.C.  209  and 
766,  (1)  from  the  plantsite  and  ware¬ 
house  facilities  of  Packerland  Packing 
Co.,  Inc.,  at  Green  Bay,  Eau  Claire  and 
Chippewa  Falls,  Wis.,  to  points  in  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Mich¬ 
igan,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  Nebraska. 
North  Dakota,  Ohio,  and  South  Dakota; 
and  (2)  from  the  plantsite  and  warehouse 
facilities  of  Peck  Meat  Packing  Corpora¬ 
tion,  at  Milwaukee,  Wis.;  Menominee, 
Mich.;  and  Gibbon,  Nebr.,  to  points  in 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Michigan,  Minnesota.  Missouri, 
Nebraska,  North  Dakota,  Ohio,  South 
Dakota,  and  Wisconsin,  restricted  in  (1) 
and  (2)  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  the  above-named  origins 
and  destined  to  the  above-named  desti¬ 
nations. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Milwaukee, 
Wis.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  121082  (Sub-No.  12),  filed 
March  22,  1976.  Applicant:  ALLIED  DE¬ 
LIVERY  SYSTEM,  INC.,  2201  Fenkell, 
Detroit,  Mich.  48238.  Applicant's  repre¬ 
sentative:  Robert  E.  McFarland,  999 
West  Big  Beaver  Road,  Suite  1002,  Troy. 
Mich.  48084.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle. 
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over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Gen¬ 
eral  commodities,  limited  to  individual 
articles  not  exceeding  100  pounds  in 
weight  and  moving  in  shipments  not  ex¬ 
ceeding  500  pounds  in  weight  from  one 
consignor  to  one  consignee  in  a  single 
day,  on  bills  of  lading  of  surface,  inter¬ 
state,  freight  forwarders,  between  Buf¬ 
falo,  N.Y.,  and  points  in  Michigan,  Ohio, 
Illinois,  and  Indiana. 

Not*. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary,  the  ap¬ 
plicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Detroit  or 
Lansing,  Mich. 

No.  MC  123255  (Sub-No.  72),  filed 
April  23.  1976.  Applicant:  B  &  L  MOTOR 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  140  Everett  Avenue, 
Newark,  Ohio  43055.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  A.  Charles  Tell,  100  East 
Broad  Street,  Columbus,  Ohio  43215.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Plumbing  fix¬ 
tures  and  supplies  from  Perrysville,  Ohio, 
and  points  in  Ripely  Township  (Holmes 
County),  Ohio,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  Alaska  and  Hawaii) ;  and 
(2)  materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  the  commodities  speci¬ 
fied  in  (1)  above,  and  rejected  and  re¬ 
turned  shipments  of  the  commodities 
specified  in  (1)  above,  from  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  Alaska  and  Ha¬ 
waii)  to  Perrysville,  Ohio,  and  points  in 
Ripley  Township  (Holmes  County), 
Ohio. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  ap¬ 
plicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Columbus, 
Ohio. 

No.  MC  123640  (Sub-No.  22),  filed 
April  6,  1976.  Applicant:  SUMMIT  CITY 
ENTERPRISES,  INC.,  3200  Maumee 
Avenue,  Fort  Wayne,  Ind.  46803.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Irving  Klein,  280 
Broadway,  New  York,  N.Y.  10007.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Such  commodities 
as  are  sold,  dealt  in  or  used  by  chain  or 
department  stores,  between  Fort  Wayne, 
Ind.,  on  the  oue  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Massachusetts,  Maryland,  New 
York,  New  Jersey,  North  Carolina,  and 
Virginia,  under  a  continuing  contract  or 
contracts,  with  Supermarket  Service 
Corp. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  123744  (Sub-No.  23),  filed 
April  13,  1976.  Applicant:  BUTLER 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  P.O.  Box  88. 
Woodland,  Pa.  16881.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  William  J.  Hirsch,  43  Court 
Street,  Suite  1125,  Buffalo,  N.Y.  14202. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Ky un¬ 
ite  and  mullite,  from  points  in  Prince 
Edward,  Buckingham,  Charlotte,  and 
Appomattox  Counties,  Va.,  to  points  in 
New  York,  Pennsylvania,  Maryland,  New 
Jersey,  and  East  Liverpool,  Ohio;  and 
(2)  returned  shipments  and  containers 
In  the  reverse  direction. 


Note. — Applicant  Intends  to  tack  its  re¬ 
quested  authority  at  Centre  County,  Clear¬ 
field.  Clymer,  Mt.  Union,  Womelsdorf,  Pa„ 
to  provide  service  to  points  In  Alabama,  Con¬ 
necticut,  Delaware,  Illinois,  Louisiana,  Maine, 
Massachusetts,  Mississippi,  Missouri,  New 
Hampshire,  North  Carolina,  Rhode  Island, 
Tennessee,  Vermont,  Virginia,  Wisconsin,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia.  If  a  hearing  Is 
deemed  necessary,  the  applicant  requests  It 
be  held  at  Buffalo,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  124083  (Sub-No.  52),  filed 
April  23,  1976.  Applicant:  SKINNER 
MOTOR  EXPRESS,  INC.,  1035  S.  Key¬ 
stone  Avenue,  Indianapolis,  Ind.  46203. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Walter  F. 
Jones,  Jr.,  601  Chamber  of  Commerce 
Bldg.,  Indianapolis,  Ind.  46204.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Scrap  rubber,  from  Find¬ 
lay,  Ohio,  to  East  St.  Louis,  Ill. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Indianapolis,  Ind.,  or  Columbus,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  124328  (Sub-No.  98),  filed 
April  23,  1976.  Applicant:  BRINK’S  IN¬ 
CORPORATED,  1  Crossroads  of  Com¬ 
merce  Comer,  Suite  710,  Rolling  Mead¬ 
ows,  Ill.  60008,  Applicant’s  representative: 
Chandler  L.  Van  Orman,  704  Southern 
Bldg.,  Washington,  D.C.  20005.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Silver  bullion,  from  La¬ 
redo,  Tex.,  to  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  Alaska  and  Hawaii) . 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Houston, 
Tex.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  124821  (Sub-No.  18),  filed 
April  27,  1976.  Applicant:  WILLIAM 
GILCHRIST,  105  North  Keyser  Avenue, 
Old  Forge,  Pa.  18518.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  William  P.  Jackson,  Jr., 
3426  North  Washington  Boulevard,  P.O. 
Box  1267,  Arlington,  Va.  22201.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Roofing  and  roofing 
materials;  (2)  materials  and  supplies 
used  in  the  distribution  and  installation 
of  the  commodities  described  in  (1) 
above  (except  in  bulk) ,  from  the  facili¬ 
ties  of  Flintkote  Company  located  at  or 
near  Peachtree  City,  Ga.,  to  points  in 
Alabama,  Arkansas,  Florida,  Georgia, 
Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Mississippi,  North 
Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Tennessee, 
Virginia,  West  Virginia,  and  the  District 
of  Columbia;  and  (3)  materials,  equip¬ 
ment,  and  supplies  used  in  the  manufac¬ 
ture  and  distribution  of  roofing  and  roof¬ 
ing  materials  (except  in  bulk),  from 
points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Florida, 
Georgia,  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Mississip¬ 
pi,  North  Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  and  the 
District  of  Columbia,  to  the  facilities  of 
Flinkote  Company  at  or  near  Peach¬ 
tree  City,  Ga. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  ap¬ 
plicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington, 
D.C. 


No.  MC  125040  (Sub-No.  4) ,  filed  April 
21,  1976.  Applicant:  R.  CONLEY,  INC., 
6891  Seneca  Street,  Elma,  N.Y.  14059. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Robert  V. 
Gianniny,  900  Midtown  Tower,  Roches¬ 
ter,  N.Y.  4604.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting : 
Vinegar  and  vinegar  stock,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  Sodus  (Wayne 
County,  N.Y.,  to  points  in  Massachusetts, 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  Pennsylvania, 
and  Virginia. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  in  No.  MC  110663  and  subs  there¬ 
under,  therefore  dual  operations  may  be  in¬ 
volved.  If  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Rochester  or 
Buffalo,  N.Y.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  125313  (Sub-No.  3) ,  filed  April 
5,  1976.  Applicant:  CLEVELAND  SYRUP 
CORPORATION,  4999  Mead  Ave.,  Cleve¬ 
land  27,  Ohio  44127.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Edwin  C.  Reminger,  731 
Leader  Bldg.,  Cleveland,  Ohio  44114.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Com  products  and 
blends  containing  com  products,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  the  facilities  of 
A.  E.  Staley  Manufacturing  Company  lo¬ 
cated  at  or  near  Lafayette,  Ind.,  to  points 
in  Indiana,  Michigan,  New  York,  Ohio, 
Pennsylvania,  and  West  Virginia. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago, 
Ill. 

No.  MC  127303  (Sub-No.  22),  filed 
April  26,  1976.  Applicant:  HENRY  ZELL- 
MER,  doing  business  as  ZELLMER 
TRUCK  LINES,  P.O.  Box  996,  Granville, 
HI.  61326.  Applicant’s  representative:  E. 
Stephen  Helsley,  806  McLachlen  Bank 
Bldg.,  666  Eleventh  Street  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20001.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Malt  beverages,  and  related  adver¬ 
tising  materials,  equipment,  and  supplies, 
from  Minneapolis-St.  Paul,  Minn.,  to 
points  in  Kansas,  and  empty  containers 
and  brewery  supplies  on  return. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Kansas 
City,  Mo. 

No.  MC  127337  (Sub-No.  16),  filed 
April  19,  1976.  Applicant:  CHET’S 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  Charlotte,  Maine 
04666.  Applicant’s  representative:  Law¬ 
rence  E.  Lindeman,  425  13th  St.  NW., 
Suite  1032,  Washington,  D.C.  20004.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Citrus  fruits  and 
juices,  and  agricultural  commodities  ex¬ 
empt  from  economic  regulation  under 
Section  203(b)  (6)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  when  transported  in  mixed 
loads  with  citrus  fruits  and  juices  (ex¬ 
cept  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  from 
points  in  Florida  to  ports  of  entry  on 
the  International  Boundary  line  between 
the  United  States  and  Canada,  located 
at  Maine  and  Massachusetts,  restricted 
to  the  transportation  of  shipments  des¬ 
tined  to  points  In  the  Provinces  of  New- 
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foundland,  New  Brunswick,  Nova  Scotia, 
and  Prince  Edward  Island. 

Note. — If  a  bearing  la  deemed  necessary, 
tbe  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Portland,  Maine,  or  Boston,  Mass. 

No.  M C  127651  (Sub-No.  33),  filed 
April  13,  1976.  Applicant:  EVERETT  G. 
ROEHL,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  7,  East  29th 
Street,  Marshfield,  Wis.  54449.  Appli¬ 
cant's  representative:  Richard  A.  West- 
ley,  4506  Regent  Street,  Siute  100,  Madi¬ 
son,  Wis.  53705.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Compressed  wood  products  (except  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk),  from  the  plantsite  of 
the  Weyerhaeuser  Company  located  at 
or  near  Marshfield,  Wis.,  to  points  in 
Colorado,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas, 
Michigan,  Minnesota,  Missouri.  Nebras¬ 
ka,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  and  South  Da¬ 
kota. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  either  at 
Chicago,  HI,  or  Madison,  Wis. 

No.  MC  128273  (Sub-No.  218)  (Correc¬ 
tion),  filed  Jan.  5,  1976,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  issue  of  March  4,  1976, 
republished  as  corrected  this  issue.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  MIDWESTERN  DISTRIBU¬ 
TION,  INC,  P.O.  Box  189,  Fort  Scott, 
Kans.  66701.  Applicant’s  repersentatlve: 
Harry  Ross.  Jr,  1403  South  Horton 
Street,  Fort  Scott,  Kans.  66701.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Foodstuffs  (except 
canned  goods,  frozen  foods,  and  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk),  from  Pittsburg,  Mo¬ 
desto,  and  Stockton,  Calif,  to  points  in 
and  east  of  North  Dakota,  South  Dako¬ 
ta,  Wyoming,  Colorado,  and  New  Mexico, 
restricted  to  movement  in  mixed  loads 
with  canned  goods. 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  republication 
Is  to  correct  the  territorial  description  in  this 
proceeding.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  San  Fran¬ 
cisco,  Calif. 

No.  MC  128592  (Sub-No.  7),  filed  April 
19, 1976.  Applicant:  KLM,  INC,  21t  2  Old 
Brandon  Road,  P.O.  Box  6098,  Jp^jkson, 
Miss.  39208.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Donald  B.  Morrison,  1500  Deposit 
Guaranty  Plaza,  P.O.  Box  22628,  Jack- 
son,  Miss.  39205.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
(1)  Frozen  Foods,  from  points  in  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  Texas,  and  Wisconsin,  to  the 
distribution  facilities  of  the  Burger  King 
Corporation  located  at  Greensboro,  N.C, 
Syosett,  N.Y.,  Bellmawr,  N.J.,  Altanta, 
Ga„  Miami,  Fla,  Minneapolis,  Minn, 
Detroit,  Mich.,  Solon,  Ohio,  Santa  Fe 
Springs,  Calif,  Kansas  City,  Mo,  Denver, 
Colo,  Houston  and  Arlington,  Tex,  and 
Boston,  Mass.;  and  (2)  such  commodities 
as  are  sold  or  used  by  operators  of  res¬ 
taurant  chains  (except  commodities  in 
bulk) ,  from  Miami,  Fla,  to  the  distribu¬ 
tion  facilities  of  the  Burger  King  Corpo¬ 
ration  located  at  Greensboro,  N.C,  Sy¬ 
osett.  N.Y,  Bellmawr,  N.J.,  Altanta,  Ga, 
Minneapolis,  Minn,  Detroit,  Mich, 
Solon,  Ohio,  Santa  Fe  Springs,  Calif, 


Kansas  City,  Mo,  Denver,  Colo,  Houston 
and  Arlington,  Tex,  and  Boston,  Mass, 
under  a  continuing  contract  or  contracts 
In  (1)  and  (2)  above  with  the  Burger 
King  Corporation. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  common  carrier 
authority  in  MC  138308  and  subs  there¬ 
under,  therefore  dual  operations  may  be 
Involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
Jackson,  Miss,  or  New  Orleans,  La. 

No.  MC  128750  (Sub-No.  6),  filed  April 
20,  1976.  Applicant:  PITT  TRUCK,  INC, 
P.O.  Box  172,  Augusta,  Ill.  62311.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Ronald  N.  Cobert, 
Suite  501,  1730  M  St.  NW„  Washington, 
D.C.  20036.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  An¬ 
hydrous  ammonia,  in  bulk,  from  the 
plantsite  and  storage  facilities  of  Ameri¬ 
can  Cyan  amid  Company  located  In 
Marion  County,  Mo,  to  points  in  Illinois. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Springfield,  Ill.;  St.  Louis,  Mo.;  or  Chicago, 
I1L 

No.  MC  129455  (Sub-No.  12),  filed 
April  6,  1976.  Applicant:  CARRETTA 
TRUCKING,  INC,  1815  Front  St, 
Scotch  Plain,  N.J.  07076.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Charles  J.  Williams 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Plastic  pellets,  plastic 
resin,  plastic  film,  and  plastic  articles 
(except  In  bulk),  from  Newark  and 
Passaic,  N.J,  and  Hickory,  N.C,  to  points 
in  Arizona,  California,  Colorado,  Kansas, 
Nebraska,  Nevada,  New  Mexico.  Okla¬ 
homa,  Texas,  and  Utah,  restricted  to  a 
transportation  service  to  be  performed 
under  a  continuing  contract  or  contracts, 
with  Pantasote  Company  of  New  York, 
Inc,  division  of  The  Panasote  Company. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  New 
York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  129984  (Sub-No.  3),  filed 
April  8,  1976.  Applicant:  GLENN  PE¬ 
TERSON,  doing  business  as  PETERSON 
TRANSIT,  Route  No.  2,  Merrill,  Wis. 
54452.  Applicant’s  representative:  Frank 
M.  Coyne,  25  West  Main  Street,  Madison, 
Wis.  53703.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Waste  paper  and  printing  papers  other 
than  newsprint,  from  Merrill,  Wis,  to 
points  in  Colorado,  Georgia,  Illinois,  In¬ 
diana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky.  Mary¬ 
land,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Missouri, 
Nebraska,  New  York,  North  Dakota, 
Ohio,  Oklahoma,  Pennsylvania,  South 
Dakota  and  Tennessee,  restricted  to 
transportation  to  be  performed  under  a 
continuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
Ward  Paper  Company  of  Merrill,  Wis. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Madison,  Wis,  or  Chicago,  IU. 

No.  MC  133095  (Sub-No.  96).  filed 
April  15,  1976.  Applicant:  TEXAS  CON¬ 
TINENTAL  EXPRESS,  INC,  P.O.  BOX 


434,  Euless,  Tex.  76039.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Hugh  T.  Matthews,  2340 
Fidelity  Union  Tower,  Dallas,  Tex.  75201. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Carpeting 
and  materials,  equipment,  and  supplies 
utilized  in  the  manufacture  and  distribu¬ 
tion  thereof,  between  Marlin,  Tex,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii) . 

Note. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  In  MC  136032  and  subs  thereunder, 
therefore  dual  operations  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  Dallas,  Tex. 

No.  MC  133123  (Sub-No.  12),  filed 
April  12,  1976.  Applicant:  RUJAC 

TRUCKING  CORP,  1133  Avenue  of  the 
Americas,  Room  3210,  New  York,  N.Y. 
10036.  Applicant’s  representative:  Bruce 
J.  Robbins,  1  Lefrak  City  Plaza,  Flushing, 
N.Y.  11368.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Electrical  goods  and  parts;  and  (2)  ma¬ 
terials,  equipment,  and  supplies  used  or 
useful  in  the  operation,  manufacture, 
and  repair  thereof,  from  the  facilities  of 
Toshiba  America,  Inc,  located  at  New 
York  (Flushing),  N.Y,  and  points  in  the 
New  York,  N.Y,  Commercial  Zone  as  de¬ 
fined  in  tlie  Fifth  Supplemental  Report 
in  Commercial  Zones  and  Terminal 
Areas,  53  M.C.C.  451,  within  which  local 
operations  may  be  conducted  under  the 
exemption  provided  in  Section  203(b) 
(8)  of  the  Act  (the  exempt  zone),  to 
points  in  New  Jersey;  New  York;  and 
those  in  Pennsylvania  in  and  east  of  Sus¬ 
quehanna;  Wyoming;  and  points  in 
Luzerne,  Schuylkill,  Berks,  and  Mont¬ 
gomery  Counties,  Pa,  and  the  Phila¬ 
delphia,  Pa,  Commercial  Zone,  under  a 
continuing  contract,  or  contracts,  with 
Toshiba  America,  Inc. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  New 
York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  133133  (Sub-No.  13),  filed 
April  5,  1976.  Applicant:  FULLER  MO¬ 
TOR  DELIVERY  CO,  802  Plum  St, 
Cincinnati,  Ohio  45202.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Norbert  B.  Flick,  715  Execu¬ 
tive  Bldg,  Cincinnati,  Ohio  45202.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Salt  and  salt  prod¬ 
ucts,  from  points  in  Hamilton  County, 
Ohio,  to  points  in  the  Lower  Peninsula 
of  Michigan. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Cincinnati,  Ohio,  or  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  133270  (Sub-No.  6),  filed 
April  23,  1976.  Applicant:  ROBERTSON 
FOODS  CO,  INC,  10061  Redwood  High¬ 
way,  Wilderville,  Oreg.  97543.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Earl  V.  White,  SW. 
Fourth  Ave,  Portland,  Oreg.  97201.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Meat,  In  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
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from  Toppenish,  Wash.,  to  points  In 
California. 

Non. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Portland, 
Oreg. 

No.  MC  133276  (Sub-No.  13),  filed 
April  9,  1976.  Applicant:  BERRY 

TRANSPORT,  INC.,  5315  NW.  St.  Helens 
Road,  Portland,  Oreg.  97210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Brian  S.  Stem, 
Wilson  Plaza  Bldg.,  2425  Wilson  Blvd. 
No.  327,  Arlington,  Va.  22201.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Canned  goods,  from 
Salem,  Oreg.,  to  Portland,  Oreg.;  (2) 
cannery  supplies  and  machinery,  from 
Portland,  Oreg.,  to  Salem,  Oreg.;  (3)  (A) 
canned  goods,  and  cannery  supplies  and 
machinery,  and  <B)  fresh  fruit  and 
empty  fruit  containers,  when  trans¬ 
ported  in  the  same  vehicle  and  at  the 
same  time  with  the  commodities  speci¬ 
fied  in  (3)  (A),  (1)  between  Salem,  Oreg., 
and  Vancouver,  Wash.;  and  (2)  between 
Salem,  Oreg.,  and  Portland,  Oreg.,  re¬ 
stricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
moving  to  and  from  Vancouver,  Wash.; 
(4)  fin  plate,  from  Vancouver,  Wash., 
to  Toppenish  and  Yakima,  Wash.:  (5) 
(A)  canned  goods,  cans,  can  ends,  can¬ 
nery  supplies,  and  machinery ,  between 
Hammond  and  Astoria,  Oreg.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Vancouver, 
Wash.,  (B)  canned  goods,  cans,  can  ends, 
tin  plate,  cannery  supplies,  and  ma¬ 
chinery,  between  Salem  and  Portland, 
Oreg.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
Toppenish  and  Yakima,  Wash.,  and  (C) 
cans,  can  ends,  cannery  supplies,  and 
machinery,  between  Hammond,  Oreg., 
and  Toppenish,  Wash.;  (6)  fresh  fruit 
and  vegetables,  empty  fruit  containers, 
and  fruit  and  vegetable  seeds,  when 
transported  in  the  same  vehicle  and  at 
the  same  time  with  regulated  commodi¬ 
ties  (otherwise  authorized)  as  follows, 
(A)  fresh  vegetables,  from  Aurora, 
Brooks,  Cedar  Hills,  Oregon  City,  Scap- 
poose,  Sherwood,  and  Woodbum,  Oreg., 
and  Pioneer,  Ridgefield,  and  Vancouver, 
Wash.,  to  Portland,  Oreg.;  (B)  fresh 
fruit,  from  Gresham,  The  Dalles,  Scenic, 
Sherwood,  and  Woodbum,  Oreg.,  to  Van¬ 
couver,  Wash.,  and  empty  fruit  contain¬ 
ers,  on  return;  (C)  empty  fruit  con¬ 
tainers,  between  Hood  River,  Oreg.,  and 
Vancouver,  Wash.;  and  (D)  fruit  and 
vegetable  seeds,  between  Salem  and  Port¬ 
land,  Oreg.,  and  Vancouver,  Wash.;  and 
(7)  (A)  fruits  and  vegetables,  processed 
(not  Including  processing  by  freezing) 
and  canned,  and  (B)  fresh  fruits  and 
vegetables,  when  transported  in  the  same 
vehicle  and  at  the  same  time  with  reg¬ 
ulated  commodities  (otherwise  author¬ 
ized),  between  Dundee  and  Portland, 
Oreg.,  and  Vancouver,  Wash.,  restricted 
In  (1)  through  (7)  above  to  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  traffic  originating  at  or 
destined  to  the  facilities  utilized  by  Del 
Monte  Corporation. 

Not*. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  In  MC  47010  and  subs  thereunder, 
therefore  dual  operations  may  be  Involved. 
Applicant  has  recently  been  granted  certain 
common  carrier  authority  In  Berry  Trans¬ 


port,  Inc.,  Ext -Containers,  124  M.C.C.  329 
(decided  February  17,  1976),  conditioned 
upon  Its  filing  and  successfully  prosecuting 
an  application  for  tho  conversion  of  its  exist¬ 
ing  contract  carrier  rights  held  under  Permits 
Nos.  47010  and  MC  47010  (Sub-No.  5),  to 
corresponding  common  carrier  operating  au¬ 
thority  (124  M.C.C.  at  354).  The  purpose  of 
this  application  Is  to  accomplish  such  con¬ 
version  In  accordance  with  those  instruc¬ 
tions  of  the  Commission.  The  rights  sought 
In  Paragraph  V  hereof  correspond  to  those 
requested  In  the  pending  application  In  No. 
MC  47010  (Sub-No.  8).  No  duplicate  au¬ 
thority  Is  sought  herein  and  any  duplica¬ 
tion  In  this  statement  of  authority  shall  be 
construed  as  conferring  only  a  single  operat¬ 
ing  right.  The  underlying  contract  carrier 
authorities  will  be  surrendered  for  cancella¬ 
tion  concurrently  with  the  Issuance  of  the 
certificated  rights  requested.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  It  be 
held  at  Portland,  Oreg.,  or  Seattle,  Wash. 

No.  MC  133655  (Sub-No.  90),  filed 
April  12,  1976.  Applicant:  TRANS¬ 

NATIONAL  TRUCK,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
4168,  Amarillo,  Tex.  79105.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Neil  A.  DuJardin,  P.O. 
Box  2298,  Green  Bay,  Wis.  54306.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Printed  matter, 
from  the  plantsite  and  warehouse  facil¬ 
ities  of  Henry  Wurst,  Inc.,  located  at  or 
near  Apex,  N.C.,  to  points  in  Alabama, 
Arizona,  Arkansas,  California,  Colorado, 
Florida,  Georgia,  Idaho,  Kansas,  Loui¬ 
siana,  Mississippi,  Montana,  Nebraska, 
Nevada,  New  Mexico,  North  Carolina, 
North  Dakota,  Oklahoma,  Oregon,  South 
Carolina,  South  Dakota,  Tennessee, 
Texas,  Utah,  Washington,  and  Wy¬ 
oming. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary,  the  ap¬ 
plicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  133689  (Sub-No.  73),  filed 
April  26,  1976.  Applicant:  OVERLAND 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  719  First  St.  SW.,  New 
Brighton,  Minn.  65112.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Robert  P.  Sack,  P.O.  Box 
6010,  West  St.  Paul,  Minn.  55118.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Foodstuffs  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  the  plant- 
site  and  storage  facilities  of  Maple  Is¬ 
land,  Inc.,  located  at  or  near  Claremont 
and  Preston,  Minn.,  to  Lockport,  N.Y., 
restricted  to  traffic  originating  at  the 
above-named  origins  and  destined  to  the 
named  destination. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Minneapolis, 
Minn. 

No.  MC  134068  (Sub-No.  28),  filed 
April  23,  1976.  Applicant:  KODIAK  RE¬ 
FRIGERATED  LINES,  INC.,  3336  E. 
Fruitland  Avenue,  P.O.  Box  58327,  Ver¬ 
non,  Calif.  90058.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative  :  Joseph  W.  Harvey,  P.O.  Box  1018, 
Denver,  Colo.  80201.  Authority  sough t-to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Foodstuff  ingredients  (except  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  from  San  Fran¬ 
cisco,  Calif.,  to  points  in  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Michigan,  and  Wisconsin. 


Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  San  Francisco, 
Calif. 

No.  MC  134308  (Sub-No.  12)  (Correc¬ 
tion),  filed  March  30,  1976,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  issue  of  April  29, 
1976,  republished  as  corrected  this  is¬ 
sue.  Applicant:  C  ADDO  EXPRESS,  INC., 
1257  E.  Reno,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla. 
73117.  Applicant’s  representative:  Ro¬ 
land  Rice,  1111  E  St.  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20004.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  regular  routes,  transporting:  Gen¬ 
eral  commodities  (except  those  of  un¬ 
usual  value,  Classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and  those 
requiring  special  equipment) :  Serving 
the  facilities  of  the  Houston  Chemical 
Company,  Division  of  P.P.G.  Industries, 
near  Woodward,  Okla.,  as  an  off-route 
point  in  conjunction  with  carrier’s  exist¬ 
ing  authority. 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  republicatlon 
Is  to  change  the  irregular  route  authority  to 
that  of  regular  route  authority.  If  a  hear¬ 
ing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  applicant  re¬ 
quests  It  be  held  at  Oklahoma  Olty,  Okla. 

No.  MC  134404  (Sub-No.  25),  filed 
April  9,  1976.  Applicant:  AMERICAN 
TRANS-FREIGHT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  499, 
So.  Bound  Brook,  N.J.  08880.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Bert  Collins,  Suite  8193, 
5  World  Trade  Center,  New  York,  N.Y. 
10048.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Cleaning 
products,  toilet  preparations,  nutritional 
foods  and  related  articles,  materials,  sup¬ 
plies,  and  equipment  used  in  the  manu¬ 
facture,  distribution,  or  sale  of  the  above 
commodities  (except  in  bulk),  from 
Frankin,  Ky.,  to  Dallas,  Tex.,  Bedford 
Park,  Ill.,  Milwaukie,  Oreg.,  Denver, 
Colo.,  Chicago,  Ill.,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah, 
and  Kansas  City,  Kans.,  restricted  to  a 
service  performed  under  a  continuing 
contract  or  contracts  with  The  Drackett 
Products  Co. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  New 
York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  134734  (Sub-No.  29),  filed 
April  12,  1976.  Applicant:  NATIONAL 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
37465,  Omaha,  Nebr.  68137.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Joseph  Winter,  33  North 
LaSalle  Street,  Chicago,  Ill.  60602.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irreguar 
routes,  transporting:  Motor  vehicle 
parts,  tools,  and  related  advertising  ma¬ 
terials,  from  the  plantsite  and  facilities 
of  Moog  Automative,  Inc.,  at  or  near 
Creve  Coeur,  Mo.,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  Alaska  and  Hawaii), 
under  a  continuing  contract  or  contracts 
with  Moog  Automotive,  Inc. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Chicago,  m. 

No.  MC  135732  (Sub-No.  19) ,  filed  April 
26,  1976.  Applicant:  AUBREY  FREIGHT 
LINES,  INC.,  625  Grove  Street,  Elizabeth, 
N.J.  07207.  Applicant’s  representative: 
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Jack:  H.  Blanshan,  Suite  200,  20$  West 
Touhy  Avenue,  Park  Ridge,  HL  60068, 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Lari,  tal¬ 
low,  shortening,  vegetable  oil  shortening, 
margarine,  and  cooking  oils  (except  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk) ,  from  the  plantslte  and 
warehouse  facilities  of  or  utilized  by 
Swift  Edible  Oil  Company,  located  at  or 
near  Bradley,  HI.,  to  points  in  Connecti¬ 
cut,  Delaware,  Maine,  Maryland,  Mas¬ 
sachusetts,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island, 
Vermont,  Virginia,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia,  restricted  to  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  traffic  originating  at  the  above 
named  origin  and  destined  to  the  named 
destinations. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill, 
or  Washington,  DC. 

No.  MC  136032  (Sub-No.  17),  filed 
April  14,  1976.  Applicant:  TEXAS-CON¬ 
TINENTAL  EXPRESS,  INC,  P.O.  Box 
434,  Euless,  Tex.  76039.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  A.  J.  Swanson,  521  South 
14th  St.,  Box  81849,  Lincoln,  Nebr.  68501. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Hair  and  skin  care 
products,  toilet  preparations,  and  equip¬ 
ment,  materials,  and  supplies,  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  thereof 
(except  chemicals  and  commodities  in 
bulk) ,  in  mechanically  refrigerated 
trailers,  between  points  within  a  65  mile 
radius  of  Los  Angeles,  Calif,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
United  States  on  and  east  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  85,  under  a  continuing  contract,  or 
contracts,  with  Redken  Laboratories, 
Inc. 

Nor*. — Applicant  holds  common  carrier 
authority  In  MC  133095  and  subs  thereunder, 
therefore  dual  operations  may  be  Involved.  If 
a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  re¬ 
quests  It  be  held  at  Los  Angeles,  Calif,  or 
Dallas,  Tex. 

No.  MC  136464  (Sub-No.  22),  filed 
April  20,  1976.  Applicant:  CAROLINA 
WESTERN  EXPRESS.  INC,  650  East- 
wood  Drive,  P.O.  Box  3961,  Gastonia, 
N.C.  28052.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Eric  Melerhoefer,  303  N.  Frederick  Ave¬ 
nue,  Gaithersburg,  Md.  20760.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Hosiery,  apparel,  and  ma¬ 
terials  and  supplies  used  in  the  manufac¬ 
ture  of  hosiery  and  apparel:  (a)  from 
points  in  North  Carolina,  Marion,  and 
Hartsville,  S.C.;  Pensicola,  Fla.;  and  Sa¬ 
vannah,  Ga,  to  Los  Cruces,  N.  Mex.;  (b) 
from  Winston-Salem,  N.C,  and  Los 
Cruces,  N.  Mex,  to  Albuquerque,  N.  Mex.; 
Houston,  Dallas,  and  San  Antonio,  Tex.; 
Denver,  Colo.;  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah;  Los 
Angeles,  San  Francisco,  and  Sacramento, 
Calif.;  Seattle,  Wash.;  Portland,  Oreg.; 
Phoenix,  Ariz.;  St  Louis  and  Kansas 
City,  Mo. ;  Omaha,  Nebr. ;  Oklahoma  City, 
Okla.;  and  New  Orleans,  La.;  and  (&) 
from  Los  Cruces,  N.  Mex,  to  Winston- 
Salem,  N.C,  and  Hartsville  and  Marion, 
S.C,  under  a  continuing  contract,  or 


contracts  with  Legg’s  Products,  Inc,  of 
Winston-Salem,  N.C. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  common  carrier 
authority  In  No.  MC  138635  and  subs  there¬ 
under,  therefore  dual  operations  may  be  In¬ 
volved.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemd  necessary,  the 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Greensboro  or  Charlotte,  N.C. 

No.  MC  136464  (Sub-No.  23),  filed 
April  20,  1976.  Applicant:  CAROLINA- 
WESTERN  EXPRESS,  INC,  650  East- 
wood  Drive,  P.O.  Box  3961,  Gastonia, 
N.C.  28052.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Eric  Melerhoefer,  303  N.  Frederick  Ave¬ 
nue,  Gaithersburg,  Md.  20760.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Textiles  and  textile  prod¬ 
ucts,  furniture,  lamps,  and  lamp  shades, 
from  Memphis,  Tenn,  Asheboro  and  Cra- 
merton,  N.C,  and  points  in  Guilford 
County,  N.C,  to  points  in  California, 
Oregon,  and  Washington,  restricted  to 
shipments  originating  at  facilities  used 
by  Burlington  Industries,  Inc,  and  fur¬ 
ther  restricted  to  the  transportation  serv¬ 
ice  to  be  performed  under  a  continuing 
contract,  or  contracts  with  the  Burling¬ 
ton  Industries,  Inc. 

Note. — AppUcant  holds  common  carrier 
authority  in  MC  138635  and  subs  thereunder, 
therefore  dual  operations  may  be  Involved.  If 
a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  Greensboro,  N.C. 

No.  MC  136786  (Sub-No.  95),  filed 
April  23.  1976.  Applicant:  ROBCO 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC,  309  5th  Ave¬ 
nue  Northwest,  New  Brighton,  Minn. 
55112.  Applicant’s  representative:  Stan¬ 
ley  C.  Olsen,  Jr,  7525  Mitchell  Road, 
Eden  Prairie,  Minn.  55343.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Macaroni,  noodles,  spa¬ 
ghetti,  and  vermicelli,  with  or  without 
other  ingredients,  soybean  products  and 
dried  soup  mix,  from  Minneapolis,  Minn, 
to  points  in  Virginia  and  West  Virginia. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Min¬ 
neapolis,  Minn 

No.  MC  136828  (Sub-No.  8),  filed 
April  23,  1976.  AppUcant:  COX  &  SHAY. 
INC,  P.O.  Box  O,  Gilmer  Industrial 
Park,  Pinson,  Ala.  35126.  AppUcant’s 
representative:  Louis  J.  Amato,  P.O.  Box 
E,  Bowling  Green,  Ky.  42101.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Materials,  equip¬ 
ment,  machinery,  and  supplies,  used  In 
the  manufacturing,  processing,  and  dis¬ 
tribution  of  iron  and  steel  articles,  from 
points  In  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  HawaU),  to  the  plant  and 
faculties  of  American  Cast  Iron  Pipe 
Company,  at  Birmingham,  Ala. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Birmingham, 
Ala. 

No.  MC  138018  (Sub-No.  28),  filed 
April  23,  1976.  Applicant:  REFRIG¬ 
ERATED  FOODS,  INC,  1420  33rd  St, 
P.O.  Box  1018,  Denver,  Colo.  80201.  Ap¬ 
pUcant’s  representative:  Joseph  W.  Har¬ 


vey  (same  address  as  applicant).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Meats,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts,  meat  byproducts,  and  articles  dis¬ 
tributed  by  meat  packinghouses,  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  Sections  A  and  C  to  the  report 
in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Cer¬ 
tificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except 
hides  and  commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles) ,  from  points  in  Washington,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  HawaU) . 

Note. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  In  MC  124377  and  subs  thereunder, 
therefore  dual  operations  may  be  Involved. 
Common  control  may  also  be  Involved.  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  appUcant  re¬ 
quests  It  he  held  at  Seattle,  Wash.,  or  Port¬ 
land,  Oreg. 

No.  MC  138313  (Sub-No.  19),  filed 
April  23,  1976.  Applicant:  BUILDERS 
TRANSPORT,  INC,  409  14th  Street  SW, 
Great  Falls,  Mont.  59404.  AppUcant’s 
representative:  Irene  Warr,  430  Judge 
Building,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84111. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Lumber,  millwork, 
and  wood  products,  from  points  in  Mon¬ 
tana  to  points  in  Idaho,  Oregon,  and 
Washington. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  In  No.  MC  126780  (Sub-No.  1), 
therefore  dual  operations  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  %e  held  at  either  Great  Palls, 
Mont,  or  Seattle,  Wash. 

No.  MC  138835  (Sub-No.  20),  filed 
April  20,  1976.  AppUcant:  EASTERN 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORT,  INC, 
P.O.  Box  1059,  Harrisonburg,  Va.  22801. 
AppUcant’s  representative:  Harry  J. 
Jordan,  1000  Sixteenth  Street  NW, 
Washington,  D.C.  20036.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Foodstuffs,  frozen,  from 
the  plantsite  and  warehouse  facilities  of 
Ore-Ida  Foods,  Inc,  located  at  Green- 
viUe,  Mich,  to  points  in  Connecticut, 
Delaware,  Maine,  Maryland,  Massachu¬ 
setts,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  North  CaroUna,  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Island,  South  CaroUna,  Vermont, 
Virginia,  West  Virginia,  and  the  District 
of  Columbia. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  request*  It  be  held  at  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 

No.  MC  138941  (Sub-No.  16),  filed 
AprU  21,  1976.  AppUcant:  COUNTRY 
WIDE  TRUCK  SERVICE,  INC,  1110 
South  Reservoir  St,  Pomona,  Calif. 
91766.  AppUcant’s  representative:  Paul 
M.  DanieU,  P.O.  Box  872,  Atlanta,  Ga. 
30301.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Vanities, 
vanity  tops,  shower  doors,  and  kitchen 
cabinets,  from  Van  Nuys,  Calif,  to  points 
In  the  United  States  in  and  east  of  Iowa, 
Minnesota,  Missouri,  Oklahoma,  and 
Texas,  under  a  continuing  contract,  or 
contracts,  with  Commodore  Vanity  Com¬ 
pany,  division  of  G.  J.  Industries. 
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Beef  Packing  Company  located  at  or  near 
Liberal  and  Kansas  City,  Kans. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  139727  (Sub-No.  3)  (Correc¬ 
tion),  filed  February  25,  1976,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of  April  29, 
1976  as  MC  139737  (Sub-No.  3),  repub¬ 
lished  as  corrected  this  issue.  Applicant: 
MADEWELL  METALS,  INC.,  301  East 
Shawnee,  Muskogee,  Okla.  74401.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Robert  E.  Jensen, 
1130  17th  St.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
200036.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Lead,  lead 
alloy,  lead  oxide,  and  lead  byproducts  in 
bulk  and  ingot  form,  from  Schuylkill 
Metals  Corporation,  located  at  Baton 
Rouge,  La.,  to  Newport  and  Lonoke,  Ark.: 
Orlando,  Plant  City,  and  Tampa,  Fla.: 
Atlanta  and  Conyers,  Ga.;  Attica  and 
Indianapolis,  Ind.:  Louisville,  Ky.: 
Shreveport,  La.:  Kansas  City,  Mo.; 
Memphis,  Tenn.;  Beaumont,  Dallas, 
Houston,  San  Antonio,  Terrell,  and  Gar¬ 
land,  Tex.;  Richmond,  Va.;  New  York 
City  and  Brooklyn,  N.Y.;  East  Alton,  HI. 
(located  near  East  St.  Louis  just  over 
the  Missouri  State  line) ;  Pomona,  Signal 
Hill,  Santa  Ana,  Antioch,  Calif.,  and  City 
of  Industry  and  City  of  Commerce,  Calif, 
(located  near  Los  Angeles  in  Los  Angeles 
County) ,  under  a  continuing  contract  or 
contracts,  with  Schuylkill  Metals  Corpo¬ 
ration,  located  at  Baton  Rouge,  La. 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  republication 
Is  to  correct  the  docket  number  which  was 
previously  published  in  error.  If  a  hearing 
is  deemed  necessary,  the  applicant  requests 
it  be  held  at  either  Oklahoma  City,  Okla., 
Baton  Rouge,  La.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  139923  (Sub-No.  10),  filed 
April  12,  1976.  Applicant:  MILLER 
TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Drawer  “D”, 
Stroud,  Okla.  74709.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Jack  H.  Blanshan,  Suite  200, 
205  West  Touhy  Avenue,  Park  Ridge,  I1L 
60068.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Petroleum 
products  (except  in  bulk) ,  from  the 
plantsites  and  storage  facilities  of  or 
utilized  by  Witco  Chemical  Corporation, 
located  at  or  near  Bakersfield,  Los 
Angeles,  and  Richmond,  Calif.,  to  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga.;  Morristown,  N.J.;  and  Rock 
Island,  HI.,  and  points  in  Arizona,  Colo¬ 
rado,  Idaho,  Nevada,  New  Mexico,  Ore¬ 
gon,  Texas,  Utah,  and  Washington. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Los  Angeles, 
Calif. 


in  Arizona,  California,  Colorado,  Idaho, 
Montana,  Nevada,  New  Mexico,  Oregon, 
Texas,  Utah,  Washington,  and  Wyoming; 
and  (2)  curtain  and  drapery  rods,  hard- 
ware,  accessories  and  parts,  bath  and 
shower  hardware,  and  accessories  and 
parts  thereof,  from  the  facilities  of 
Kirsch  Company,  located  at  or  near 
Sturgis,  Mich.,  to  points  in  Arizona,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  Colorado,  Idaho,  Montana,  Ne¬ 
vada,  New  Mexico,  Oregon,  Texas,  Utah, 
Washington,  and  Wyoming,  restricted  in 
parts  (1)  and  (2)  to  the  transportation 
of  traffic  originating  at  the  named  origin 
and  destined  to  the  named  destinations. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  I1L 

No.' MC  140003  (Sub-No.  4),  filed 
Aprl  26,  1976.  Applicant:  BALL  MOTOR 
LINE  OF  APOPKA,  INC.,  P.O.  Drawer 
AL,  Apopka,  Fla.  32703.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Theodore  Polydoroff,  1250 
Connecticut  Ave.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20036.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by  wholesale 
plumbing  and  electrical  suppliers  (except 
commodities  which  because  of  size  and 
weight  require  special  equipment) ,  from 
points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas,  California, 
Connecticut,  Georgia,  Ulinois,  Indiana, 
Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Maine,  Maryland, 
Massachusetts,  Michigan,  Minnesota, 
Mississippi,  Missouri,  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  North  Dakota,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Island,  South  Carolina,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  Texas,  Virginia,  West  Virginia, 
and  Wisconsin,  to  points  in  Florida, 
under  a  continuing  contract  with  Hughes 
Supply,  Inc. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  appUc&nt  requests  it  be  held  at  Or¬ 
lando  or  Jacksonville,  Fla. 

No.  MC  140409  (Sub-No.  1),  filed 
April  26.  1976.  Applicant:  MINN-CAL, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  657,  Mandan,  N.  Dak. 
58554.  Applicant’s  representative:  Gene 
P.  Johnson,  425  Gate  City  Building, 
Fargo,  N.  Dak.  58102.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Meats,  meat  products,  meat  byprod¬ 
ucts,  and  articles  distributed  by  meat 
packinghouses,  as  described  in  Sections 
A  and  B  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except  hides 
and  commodities  in  bulk),  from  the 
facilities  of  Flavorland  Industries,  Inc., 
located  at  or  near  Fargo  and  West  Fargo, 
N.  Dak.,  to  points  in  Arizona,  California, 
Montana,  Nevada,  Oregon,  Utah,  and 
Washington. 


Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Loe  An¬ 
geles,  Calif. 

No.  MC  139005  (Sub-No.  3),  filed 
April  7,  1976.  Applicant:  JAMES  D. 
HOELZEMAN,  doing  business  as  SCRAP 
HAULERS,  13840  S.  Halsted,  Riverdale, 
HI.  60627.  Applicant’s  represntative:  Phi¬ 
lip  A.  Lee.  120  W.  Madison,  Suite  618, 
Chicago,  HI.  60602.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Waste  and  waste  products,  between 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Michigan,  Nebraska, 
North  Dakota,  Ohio,  South  Dakota,  and 
Wisconsin. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Chicago, 
HI. 

No.  MC  139096  (Sub-No.  2),  filed 
April  26,  1976.  Applicant:  RENO  AR¬ 
MORED  TRANSPORT.  INC.,  1130  South 
Flower  Street,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.  90015. 
Applicant’s  representative:  R.  Y.  Schure- 
man,  1545  Wilshire  Blvd.,  Los  Angeles, 
Calif.  90017.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Film 
and  photofinished  prints  and  slides,  be¬ 
tween  Reno,  Nev.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other.  Kings  Beach,  South  Lake 
Tahoe,  Tahoe  City,  and  Truckee,  Calif., 
and  Incline  Village  and  Roundhill,  Nev., 
under  a  continuing  contract  or  contracts 
with  Bennetts  Photo  Service. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Lo6  Angeles, 
Calif.,  or  Reno,  Nev. 

No.  MC  139495  (Sub-No.  144),  filed 
April  20,  1976.  Applicant:  NATIONAL 
CARRIERS,  INC.,  1501  East  8th  Street, 
P.O.  Box  1358,  Liberal,  Kans.  67901. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Herbert  Alan 
Dubin,  1819  H  Street  NW.,  Suite  1030, 
Washington,  D.C.  20006.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Meats,  meat  products 
and  meat  byproducts,  and  articles  dis- 
.  tributed  by  meat  packinghouses  (except 
chemicals,  vegetable  oils,  and  vegetable 
oil  products) ,  as  described  in  Sections  A 
and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  Report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Cer¬ 
tificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766,  (a)  from 
the  plantsite,  warehouses,  and  storage 
facilities  used  by  National  Beef  Packing 
Company,  at  or  near  Liberal,  Kans.,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska,  Hawaii,  Montana,  North  Dakota, 
South  Dakota,  and  Wyoming) ;  and  (b) 
from  the  plantsite,  warehouse,  and  stor¬ 
age  facilities  used  by  National  Beef  Pack¬ 
ing  Company  located  at  Kansas  City, 
Kans.,  to  points  in  the  United  States  (ex¬ 
cept  Alaska,  Arkansas,  California,  Louisi¬ 
ana,  Hawaii,  Idaho.  Kentucky,  Missis¬ 
sippi,  Montana,  North  Carolina,  North 
Dakota,  Oregon,  South  Carolina,  South 
Dakota,  Tennessee,  Washington,  and 
Wyoming),  (2)  fresh  meat,  from  Fort 
Morgan  and  Sterling,  Colo,  and  points  in 
Iowa,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  New  Mexico, 
Oklahoma,  and  Texas,  to  the  plantsites 
and  warehouse  facilities  of  National 


No.  MC  139923  (Sub-No.  11),  filed 
April  21,  1976.  Applicant:  MILLER 

TRUCKING  CO..  INC.,  P.O.  Drawer  “D”. 
Stroud,  Okla.  74079.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Jack  H.  Blanshan,  Suite  200. 
205  West  Touhy  Avenue,  Park  Ridge,  HI. 
60068.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Shelv¬ 
ing  and  component  parts  of  shelving, 
from  the  facilities  of  Kirsch  Company, 
located  at  or  near  Rockford,  HI.,  to  points 


Note. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier  au¬ 
thority  In  MC  139110  and  subs  thereunder, 
therefore  dual  operations  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Fargo,  N.  Dak.,  or 
Minneapolis,  or  St.  Paul,  Minn. 

No.  MC  141034  (Sub-No.  2),  filed 
March  26,  1976.  Applicant:  MARGIN 
LEASING,  INC.,  21  Baltio  Road.  Worces¬ 
ter,  Mass,  01607.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Ronald  I.  Shapss,  450  Seventh  Ave¬ 
nue,  New  York,  N.Y.  10001.  Authority 
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sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Malt  beverages,  be¬ 
tween  Merrimack,  N_H.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other.  East  Cambridge,  Mass.; 
and  (2)  beverage  containers,  between 
Merrimack,  N.H.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  Lawrence,  Mass.,  under  a 
continuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
Anheuser-Busch,  Inc. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
New  York,  N.Y.,  or  Boston,  Mass. 

No.  MC  141565  < Sub-No.  3).  filed 
April  26,  1976.  Applicant:  CENTRAL 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  2904  West  2nd 
Street,  Sioux  Palls,  S.  Dak.  57104.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Mark  Menard, 
P.O.  Box  480,  307  West  14th  Street,  Sioux 
Falls,  S.  Dak.  57101.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Commercial  refuse  containers,  grav¬ 
ity  flow  boxes,  and  hay  feeders,  from  the 
plantsite  or  storage  facilities  of  Teem 
Enterprises,  Inc.,  at  Sioux  Falls,  S.  Dak., 
to  points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Colo¬ 
rado,  Florida,  Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Louisiana, 
Michigan,  Minnesota,  Mississippi,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Montana,  Nebraska,  New  York, 
North  Carolina,  North  Dakota,  Okla¬ 
homa,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  South  Dakota,  Tennessee,  Virginia, 
West  Virginia,  Wisconsin,  and  Wyoming, 
under  contract  with  Teem  Enterprises, 
Inc. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Sioux  Falls, 
S.  Dak.,  or  Sioux  City,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  141570  (Sub-No.  2),  filed 
April  22,  1976.  Applicant:  ELECTRON¬ 
ICS  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  3213  Eighth 
Avenue  North,  P.O.  Box  31103,  Birming¬ 
ham,  Ala.  35222.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  M.  Craig  Massey,  202  East  Walnut 
Street,  P.O.  Drawer  J,  Lakeland,  Fla. 
33802.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Copying 
machines  and  parts,  materials,  and  sup¬ 
plies,  used  in  the  manufacture,  installa¬ 
tion,  or  sale  of  such  commodities,  be¬ 
tween  Mobile,  Ala.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Florida,  west 
of  the  Apalachicola  River,  and  points  in 
Mississippi,  on  and  south  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  80,  under  contract  with  Xerox  Cor¬ 
poration. 

Note. — if  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  does  not  specify  a  location. 

No.  MC  141675  (Sub-No.  3),  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  27,  1976.  Applicant:  ECONOMY 
TRUCKING  SERVICE,  INC.,  1079  West 
Side  Ave.,  Jersey  City,  N.J.  07306.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Ira  G.  Megdal, 
P.O.  Box  459-460,  499  Cooper  Landing 
Rd.,  Cherry  Hill,  N.J.  08002.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  by  department  stores,  and  sup¬ 
plies  and  equipment  used  in  the  conduct 
of  such  business,  from  points  in  New 
York,  N.Y.  and  its  Commercial  Zone  and 
points  In  Connecticut,  Massachusetts, 


and  New  Jersey,  to  points  In  Michigan, 
under  a  continuing  contract  or  contracts 
with  Giantway,  Inc. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  or  Trenton  or  Newark,  N.J. 

No.  MC  141701  (Correction),  filed 
January  12,  1976,  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  issue  of  March  25,  1976, 
republished  as  corrected  this  issue.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  D  &  P  TRUCKING,  INC.,  15 
Scout  Ave.,  South  Kearny,  N.J.  07032. 
Applicant’s  representative:  George  A. 
Olsen,  69  Tonnele  Ave.,  Jersey  City,  N.J. 
07306.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Cleaning,  scouring,  washing  compounds, 
display  materials,  and  supplies  (except 
commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles) ; 
and  (2)  materials,  equipment,  and  sup¬ 
plies  used  in  the  manufacture  and  sale 
bf  materials,  equipment,  and  supplies 
(except  commodities  hi  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles),  between  Clifton,  N.J.,  and 
Berkeley,  R.I.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.;  Denver, 
Colo.;  Savannah,  Ga.;  Peoria,  Ill.;  De¬ 
troit,  Mich.;  Cleveland,  Ohio.;  New  York, 
N.Y.;  and  Fort  Worth  and  Dallas,  Tex., 
and  their  Commercial  Zones  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  under  a  continuing 
contract  or  contracts  with  Glamorene 
Products  Corp.,  Clifton,  N.J. 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  republication 
Is  to  Include  Cleveland,  Ohio,  to  the  terri¬ 
torial  description  which  was  previously 
omitted.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
New  York.  N.Y.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  141745  (Sub-No.  1),  filed 
April  12,  1976.  Applicant:  ROBERT  F. 
RANDGAARD,  doing  business  as  BOB’S 
TRUCKING,  2610  East  Whitton, 
Phoenix,  Ariz.  85016.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Phil  B.  Hammond,  Tenth 
Floor,  111  West  Monroe,  Phoenix,  Ariz. 
85003.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Textiles 
and  trim,  including  upholstery  and 
drapery  fabric  and  related  accessories, 
from  New  Orleans,  La.,  to  Phoenix,  Ariz. ; 
Bakersfield,  Fresno,  Long  Beach,  Los 
Angeles,  Oakland,  Sacramento,  San  Di¬ 
ego,  San  Francisco,  San  Ysidro,  Santa 
Clara,  and  Stockton,  Calif.;  and  Ell  Paso, 
Tex.,  under  contract  with  American  Tex¬ 
tile  &  Trim  Co.,  Inc. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  New  Orleans. 
La.,  or  Los  Angeles,  Calif. 

No.  MC  141758  (Correction),  filed 
January  28,  1976,  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  issue  of  April  29,  1976,  re¬ 
published  as  corrected  this  issue.  Appli¬ 
cant:  L YD  ALL  EXPRESS,  INC.,  615 
Parker  Street,  Manchester,  Conn.  06040. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Hugh  M. 
Joseloff,  80  State  Street,  Hartford,  Conn. 
06103.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting :  (1)  Paper 
and  paper  products,  (a)  from  the  plant- 
site  of  Colonial  Fiber  Company  located 
in  Manchester,  Conn.,  to  Lynchburg, 
Va.;  Barboursville,  W.  Va.;  and  points  in 


Illinois,  Indiana,  Maine,  Massachusetts, 
Michigan,  Missouri,  New  Hampshire, 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  Ohio,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  Rhode  Island,  Tennessee,  and 
Wisconsin;  (b)  from  the  plantsite  of 
Colonial  Fiber  Company  located  in  Man¬ 
chester,  Conn.,  to  points  in  the  Provinces 
of  Quebec  and  Ontario,  Canada,  via 
those  ports  of  entry  on  the  International 
Boundary  line  between  the  United  States 
and  Canada,  located  in  Highgate 
Springs,  Vt.;  Rouses  Point  and  Niagara 
Falls,  N.Y.;  and  Detroit,  Mich.;  <c)  from 
the  plantsite  of  Colonial  Fiber  Company 
located  in  Bar  Mill,  Maine,  to  Lynch¬ 
burg,  Va.,  and  to  points  in  Connecticut, 
Indiana,  Massachusetts,  Missouri,  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Island,  and  Tennessee;  and  (d) 
from  the  plantsite  of  Colonial  Fiber  Com¬ 
pany,  located  in  Bar  Mills,  Maine,  to 
points  in  the  Provinces  of  Quebec  and 
Ontario,  Canada,  via  those  ports  of  en¬ 
try  on  the  International  boundary  line 
between  the  United  States  and  Canada, 
located  in  Highgate  Springs,  Vt.;  Rouses 
Point  and  Niagara  Falls,  N.Y.;  and  De¬ 
troit,  Mich. 

(e)  From  the  plantsite  of  Colonial 
Fiber  Company  located  hi  Covington, 
Term.,  to  Lynchburg,  Va.,  and  to  points 
in  Connecticut,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Maine,  Massachusetts,  Michigan, 
Wisconsin,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode 
Island,  Tennessee,  and  West  Virginia; 
(f)  from  the  plantsite  of  Colonial  Fiber 
Company,  located  in  Covington,  Tenn., 
to  points  in  the  Provinces  of  Quebec  and 
Ontario,  Canada,  via  those  ports  of  en¬ 
try  on  the  International  Boundary  line 
between  the  United  States  and  Canada, 
located  in  Highgate  Springs,  Vt.;  Rouses 
Point  and  Niagara  Falls,  N.Y.;  and  De¬ 
troit,' Mich.;  and  (g)  from  the  plantsite 
of  Colonial  Fiber  Company,  located  in 
Rochester,  N.H.,  to  points  in  Connecti¬ 
cut,  Massachusetts,  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  and  Rhode  Is¬ 
land;  and  (2)  products,  materials,  and 
machinery,  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
paper  and  paper  products:  (a)  from 
Lynchburg,  Va.,  and  points  in  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Maine,  Massachusetts,  Michi¬ 
gan,  Missouri,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jer¬ 
sey,  New  York,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Island,  Tennessee,  and  Wisconsin, 
to  the  plantsite  of  Colonial  Fiber  Com¬ 
pany,  located  in  Manchester,  Conn.;  (b) 
from  points  in  the  Provinces  of  Quebec 
and  Ontario,  Canada,  to  the  plantsite  of 
Colonial  Fiber  Company,  located  in  Man¬ 
chester,  Conn.,  via  those  ports  of  entry 
on  the  International  Boundary  line  be¬ 
tween  the  United  States  and  Canada,  lo¬ 
cated  in  Highgate  Springs,  Vt.;  Rouses 
Point  and  Niagara  Falls,  N.Y.;  and  De¬ 
troit,  Mich.;  (c)  from  Lynchburg,  Va., 
and  points  in  Connecticut,  Indiana,  Mas¬ 
sachusetts,  Missouri,  New  Hampshire. 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  Ohio,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  Rhode  Island,  and  Tennessee,  to 
the  plantsite  of  Colonial  Fiber  Company, 
located  in  Bar  Mill,  Maine;  (d)  from 
points  in  the  Provinces  of  Quebec  and 
Ontario,  Canada,  to  the  plantsite  of  Co¬ 
lonial  Fiber  Company,  located  in  Bar 
Mills,  Maine,  via  those  ports  of  entry  on 
the  International  Boundary  line  between 
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the  United  States  and  Canada,  located  in 
Highgate  Springs,  Vt.;  Rouses  Point  and 
Niagara  Palls,  N.Y.;  and  Detroit,  Mich. 

(e)  Prom  Lynchburg,  Va.,  and  points 
in  Connecticut,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Maine,  Massachusetts,  Michigan, 
Missouri,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode 
Island,  Wisconsin,  West  Virginia,  and 
Tennessee,  to  the  plantsite  of  Colonial 
Fiber  Company,  located  in  Covington, 
Tenn.;  (f)  from  points  in  the  Provinces 
of  Quebec  and  Ontario,  Canada,  to 
the  plantsite  of  Colonial  Fiber  Com¬ 
pany,  located  in  Covington,  Tenn.; 
and  (g)  from  points  in  Connecticut, 
Massachusetts,  Rhode  Island,  New  York, 
New  Jersey,  Pennsylvania,  and  Ohio,  to 
the  plantsite  of  Colonial  Fiber  Company, 
located  in  Rochester,  N.H.;  restricted  in 
(2)  above  to  traffic  destined  to  the  named 
plantsites,  under  continuing  contract 
with  Colonial  Fiber  Company. 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  republlcatlon 
Is  to  change  the  requested  authority  in  this 
proceeding.  IX  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Hart¬ 
ford,  Conn.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  141758  (Sub-No.  1).  filed 
March  18,  1976.  Applicant:  LYDALL 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  615  Park  Street,  Man¬ 
chester,  Conn.  06040.  Applicant's  repre¬ 
sentative:  Hugh  M.  JoselofT,  80  State 
Street,  Hartford,  Conn.  06103.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Metal  and  plastic  balls, 
(a)  from  the  plantsite  of  Spheric  Corp., 
located  in  Washington,  Ind.,  to  points  in 
Connecticut,  Illinois,  Kansas,  Kentucky, 
Massachusetts,  Michigan,  Missouri,  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania, 
and  Tennessee;  (b)  from  the  plantsite  of 
Spheric  Corp.,  located  in  Washington, 
Ind.,  to  points  in  the  Provinces  of  Quebec 
and  Ontario,  Canada,  via  those  ports  of 
entry  on  the  International  Boundary  line 
between  the  United  States  and  Canada, 
located  in  Highgate  Springs,  Vt.;  Rouses 
Point  and  Niagara  Falls,  N.Y.;  and  De¬ 
troit,  Mich.;  (c)  from  the  plantsite  of 
Spheric  Corporation,  located  in  Hart¬ 
ford,  Conn.,  to  Lynchburg,  Va.;  Bar- 
boursville,  W.  Va. ;  and  points  in  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Kansas,  Maine,  Massachusetts, 
Michigan,  Missouri,  New  Hampshire,  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Island,  Tennessee,  and  Wisconsin; 
and  (d)  from  the  plantsite  of  Spheric 
Corporation,  located  in  Hr  rtford.  Conn., 
to  points  in  the  Provinces  of  Quebec  and 
Ontario,  Canada,  via  those  ports  of  entry 
on  the  International  Boundary  line  be¬ 
tween  the  United  States  and  Canada, 
located  in  Highgate  Springs,  Vt.;  Rouses 
Point  and  Niagara  Falls,  N.Y.;  and  De¬ 
troit,  Mich. 

(2)  Products,  materials,  and  machin¬ 
ery,  used  in  the  manufacture  of  metal 
and  plastic  balls:  (a)  from  points  in  Con¬ 
necticut,  Illinois,  Kansas,  Kentucky, 
Massachusetts.  Michigan,  Missouri,  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania, 
and  Tennessee,  to  the  plantsite  of 
Spheric  Corp.,  located  in  Washington, 
Ind.;  (b)  from  points  In  the  Provinces 


of  Quebec  and  Ontario,  Canada,  to  the 
plantsite  of  Spheric  Corp.,  located  in 
Washington,  Ind.,  via  those  ports  of  entry 
on  the  International  Boundary  line  be¬ 
tween  the  United  States  and  Canada, 
located  in  Highgate  Springs,  Vt.;  Rouses 
Point  and  Niagera  Falls,  N.Y.;  and  De¬ 
troit,  Mich.;  (c)  from  Lynchburg,  Va.; 
Barboursville,  W.  Va.;  and  points  in  Illi¬ 
nois,  Indiana,  Kansas,  Maine,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  Michigan,  Missouri,  New 
Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  Ohio, 
Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  Tennessee, 
and  Wisconsin,  plantside  of  Spheric 
Corporation,  located  in  Hartford,  Conn.; 
and  (d)  from  points  in  the  Provinces 
of  Quebec  and  Ontario,  Canada,  to  the 
plantsite  of  Spheric  Corporation,  lo¬ 
cated  in  Hartford,  Conn.,  via  those  ports 
of  entry  on  the  International  Boundary 
line  between  the  United  States  and 
Canada,  located  in  Highgate  Springs, 
Vt.;  Rouses  Point  and  Nigara  Falls,  N.Y.; 
and  Detroit,  Mich.;  restricted  in  (2) 
above  to  traffic  destined  to  the  named 
plantsites;  under  continuing  contracts  in 
(1)  (a)  and  (b)  and  2  (a)  and  (b)  above 
with  Spheric  Corp.,  located  in  Washing¬ 
ton,  Ind.,  and  in  (1)  (c)  and  (d)  and  (2) 
(c)  and  (d)  above  with  Spheric  Corpo¬ 
ration,  located  in  Hartford,  Conn. 

Note. — IX*  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
HartXord,  Conn.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  141805  (Amendment),  filed 
February  17,  1976,  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  issue  of  March  18,  1976, 
republished  as  amended  this  issue.  Appli¬ 
cant:  HOOSIER  TRANSPORT,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  414,  State  Road  36,  Danville, 
Ind.  Applicant’s  representative:  Walter 
F.  Jones,  Jr.,  601  Chamber  of  Commerce 
Building,  Indianapolis,  Ind.  46204.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties  (except  Classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
and  household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission),  ^between  the  Southwind 
Maritime  Centre,  at  or  near  Mount  Ver¬ 
non,  Posey  County,  Ind.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Arkansas, 
Indiana,  Illinois,  Missouri,  Ohio,  and 
Tennessee,  restricted  to  traffic  having  a 
prior  or  subsequent  movement  by  water. 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  republlcatlon 
Is  to  broaden  the  scope  oX  the  application.  IX 
a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  either  Washington, 
D.C.,  or  Indianapolis,  Ind. 

No.  MC  141906  (Sub-No.  2),  filed 
April  15,  1976.  Applicant:  CHARLIE 
BREWSTER,  doing  business  as  BREW¬ 
STER  &  SONS,  Route  2,  Blackshear,  Ga. 
31516.  Applicant’s  representative:  Sol  H. 
Proctor,  1107  Blackstone  Building,  Jack¬ 
sonville,  Fla  32202.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Feed,  in  bulk,  from  Blackshear,  Ga., 
to  points  in  Nassau  and  Duval  Counties, 
Fla 

Note. — IX  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Jackson¬ 
ville,  Fla. 


No.  MC  141915  (Sub-No.  2),  filed 
April  9,  1976.  Applicant:  CHARLES 
LOCK  AND  TIMOTHY  LOCK,  doing 
business  as  LOCK  TRUCK  LINE,  P.O. 
Box  23,  Carrollton,  Mo.  46433.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Tom  B.  Kretsinger,  Suite 
910  Brookfield  Bldg.,  101  W.  Eleventh 
St.,  Kansas  City,  Mo.  64105.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodiites  (ex¬ 
cept  of  those  of  unusual  value.  Classes 
A  and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  commodities 
in  bulk,  commodities  requiring  special 
equipment,  and  those  injurious  or  con¬ 
taminating  to  other  lading),  from  the 
Carrollton,  Mo.,  piggyback  ramp  to  Car¬ 
rollton,  Macon,  Marshall,  Moberly,  Milan, 
Chillicothe,  Trenton,  and  Richmond,  Mo., 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  ship¬ 
ments  having  a  prior  movement  by  rail. 

Note. — IX  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Kansas  City, 
Mo.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  141928  (Sub-No.  2),  filed 
April  1,  1976.  Applicant:  KOHLMAN  IN¬ 
DUSTRIES,  LTD.,  Box  866,  29170  Fraser 
Highway,  Aldergrove,  B.C.,  Canada.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  George  R.  La- 
Bissoniere,  1100  Norton  Building,  Seattle, 
Wash.  98104.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Lum¬ 
ber,  between  points  on  the  Internation¬ 
al  Boundary  line  between  the  United 
States  and  Canada  located  at  or  near 
Lynden  or  Sumas,  Wash.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Strandell, 
Wash.,  restricted  to  traffic  moving  to  or 
from  Aldergrove  and  Vancouver,  B.C., 
under  a  continuing  contract  or  contracts 
with  Can  Am  Industries  Ltd. 

Note. — IX  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Seattle. 
Wash. 

No.  MC  141932  (Sub-No.  1),  filed 
March  29,  1976.  Applicant:  POLAR 

TRANSPORT,  INC.,  176  King  Street, 
Hanover,  Mass.  02339.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  FTank  J.  Weiner,  15  Court 
Square,  Boston,  Mass.  02108.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Candy  and  confec¬ 
tionery  (except  in  bulk) :  (a)  from  the 
plantsites  and/or  storage  facilities  of 
The  Schrafft  Candy  Company,  located 
in  Middlesex  and  Suffolk  Counties,  Mass., 
to  points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Dela¬ 
ware,  Florida,  Georgia,  Iowa,  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Louisiana, 
Maryland,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Mississippi,  Nebraska,  North  Caro¬ 
lina,  Ohio,  Oklahoma,  Pennsylvania, 
South  Carolina,  South  Dakota,  Tennes¬ 
see,  Texas,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  Wis¬ 
consin,  and  the  District  of  Columbia;  (b) 
from  the  plantsites  and/or  storage  fa¬ 
cilities  of  Deran  Confectionary,  Division 
of  Borden,  Inc.,  located  in  Middlesex  and 
and  Suffolk  Counties,  Mass.,  and  North 
Grosvenordale,  Conn.,  to  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama,  Arkansas,  Connecticut,  Delaware, 
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Florida,  Georgia,  Iowa,  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Kansas,  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Maine, 
Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Michigan, 
Minnesota,  Missouri,  Mississippi,  Ne¬ 
braska,  North  Carolina,  New  Hampshire, 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  Ohio,  Oklahoma, 
Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  South  Pakota,  Tennessee.  Texas, 
Virginia,  Vermont,  West  Virginia,  Wis¬ 
consin,  and  the  District  of  Columbia;  and 
<c)  from  the  plantsltes  and/or  storage 
facilities  of  Nabisco  Confections,  Inc., 
Subsidiary  of  Nabisco,  Inc.,  located  in 
Bristol,  Middlesex,  and  Norfolk  Counties, 
Mass.,  and  Ashton,  R.I.,  to  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama,  Arkansas,  Delaware,  Florida,  Geor¬ 
gia,  Iowa,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Kansas,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Louisiana,  Maryland,  Massachu¬ 
setts,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Missouri, 
Mississippi,  Nebraska,  North  Carolina, 
New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
Ohio,  Oklahoma,  Pennsylvania,  South 
Carolina,  South  Dakota,  Tennessee, 
Texas,  Virginia,  Vermont,  West  Virginia, 
Wisconsin,  and  the  District  of  Columbia; 
and  (2)  returned  and  rejected  shipments 
of  the  above-described  commodities, 
from  the  above-named  destination  points 
in  (a)  through  (c)  above,  to  the  origins 
respectively  set  forth  in  (a)  through  (c) 
above. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  In  MC  128600  and  subs  thereunder, 
therefore  dual  operations  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Boston,  Mass. 

No.  MC  141938  (Sub-No.  1),  filed 
April  5,  1976.  Applicant:  S  k  S  TRUCK¬ 
ING  AND  WAREHOUSING,  INC.,  7100 
NW„  12th  Street  Miami,  Fla.  33126.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  John  B.  Bond, 
2766  Douglas  Road,  Miami,  Fla.  33133. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting :  General 
commodities,  between  points  in  Dade 
County,  Fla.,  having  prior  or  subsequent 
movement  by  water,  under  contract  with 
Amcam  Shipping  Co.,  Inc.,  restricted 
against  the  transportation  of  said  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk,  Classes  A  and  B  ex¬ 
plosives,  household  goods,  livestock,  com¬ 
modities  requiring  special  handling  and 
special  equipment,  and  commodities  re¬ 
quiring  refrigeration. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Miami,  Fla. 

No.  MC  141943  (Sub-No.  2),  filed 
April  21.  1976.  Applicant:  BOWMAN 
COMPANY,  4006  South  Brook  St.,  Louis¬ 
ville,  Ky.  40214.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  A.  Charles  Tell,  100  East  Broad  St., 
Columbus,  Ohio  43215.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Printing  cylinders,  reproduction  art¬ 
work,  proofs,  and  samples,  between 
Louisville,  Ky.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Massachusetts,  Michigan,  Missouri,  Ohio, 
Pennsylvania,  South  Carolina,  and  Vir¬ 
ginia,  restricted  to  service  to  and  from 
the  plantsite  of  Southern  Gravure  Serv¬ 
ice,  Inc. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  to  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  Louisville,  Ky. 


No.  MC  141961,  filed  March  22,  1976. 
Applicant:  CARMAN  CARRIER,  INC., 
1005  W.  Riverside  Drive,  Jeffersonville, 
Ind.  47130.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Donald  W.  Smith,  Suite  2465,  One  Indi¬ 
ana  Square,  Indianapolis,  Ind.  46204.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Conveying  and 
feeding  equipment  for  bulk  materials 
and  equipment,  materials,  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  of  conveying 
and  feed  equipment  for  bulk  materials, 
between  the  plantsite  of  Carman  Indus¬ 
tries,  Inc.,  located  at  Jeffersonville,  Ind., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Idaho,  Montana,  Oregon,  Washington, 
Alaska,  and  Hawaii) ,  under  a  continuing 
contract  with  Carman  Industries,  Inc. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Indianapolis,  Ind.,  or  Louisville,  Ky. 

No.  MC  141962,  filed  March  22,  1976. 
Applicant:  MILTON  MONOXELOS,  do¬ 
ing  business  as  NORTHEAST  REFRIG¬ 
ERATED  DISTRIBUTING  CO.,  East 
Street,  Tewksbury,  Mass.  01876.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Kenneth  B.  Wil¬ 
liams,  84  State  Street,  Boston,  Mass. 
02109.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Meats, 
meat  products,  meat  byproducts,  dairy 
products,  and  articles  distributed  by 
meat  packinghouses,  as  described  in  Sec¬ 
tions  A,  B,  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the 
report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (ex¬ 
cept  commodities  in  bulk) ,  from  the  fa¬ 
cilities  of  Northeast  Refrigerated  Dis¬ 
tributing  Co.,  located  in  Tewksbury, 
Mass.,  to  points  in  Massachusetts,  re¬ 
stricted  to  shipments  moving  in  tempera¬ 
ture  controlled  equipment. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Boston, 
Mass. 

No.  MC.  141964,  filed  ktarch  25,  1976. 
Applicant:  AMERICAN  INTERSTATE 
MOTOR  FREIGHT,  Andrews  Drive,  P.O. 
Box  211,  West  Paterson,  N.J.  07425.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Robert  B.  Pep¬ 
per,  168  Woodbridge  Avenue,  Highland 
Park,  N.J.  08904.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Metal  stampings  and  scrap 
metals,  from  the  facilities  of  United 
Tool  &  Stamping  Company,  located  at 
West  Paterson,  N.J.,  to  points  in  Dela¬ 
ware,  Maryland,  New  York,  North  Caro¬ 
lina,  Pennsylvania,  and  Virginia;  and 
(2)  materials,  supplies,  and  equipment 
used  in  the  manufacturing  of  metal 
stampings  (except  in  bulk) ,  from  points 
in  Delaware,  Maryland,  New  York,  North 
Carolina,  Pennsylvania,  and  Virginia,  to 
the  facilities  of  United  Tool  &  Stamping 
Company,  located  at  West  Paterson,  N.J., 
(1)  and  (2)  are  under  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract  with  United  Tool  &  Stamping  Com¬ 
pany,  West  Paterson,  N.J. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  to  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
Newark,  N.J.,  or  New  York,  N.Y. 


No.  MC  141968  (Sub-No.  1),  filed 
April  19,  1976.  Applicant:  WINN  EX¬ 
PRESS  COMPANY,  INC.,  217  Hunter  St. 
SE.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30312.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Archie  B.  Culbreth,  Suite 
246,  1262  West  Peachtree  St.  NW.,  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga.  30309.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing  :  Such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by 
general  merchandise  stores,  department 
stores,  mail  order  houses,  and  drug 
stores,  between  Atlanta,  Ga.,  and  points 
in  its  Commercial  Zone,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Georgia,  un¬ 
der  a  continuing  contract,  or  contracts, 
with  J.  C.  Penney  Company,  Inc.,  and  its 
subsidiaries. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  to  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Atlanta, 
Ga. 

No.  MC  141994.  filed  April  15, 1976.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  EDWARD  J.  HROBAK,  11280 
Center  Road,  Garrettsville,  Ohio  44231. 
Applicant’s  representaive:  Lewis  S. 
Witherspoon,  88  East  Broad  St.,  Suite 
930,  Columbus,  Ohio  43215.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Cheeses,  in  mechanically 
temperature  controlled  equipment,  from 
Newbury,  Geauga  County,  Ohio  and 
Cleveland,  Cuyahoga  County,  Ohio,  to 
Denver,  Colo.;  Carthage,  Springfield,  and 
St.  Louis,  Mo.;  and  Omaha,  Nebr.,  under 
a  continuing  contract,  or  contracts,  with 
Great  Lakes  Cheese  Company,  Inc.,  and 
Miceli  Dairy  Products  Co. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  to  deemed  necessary 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Cleve¬ 
land,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  142001,  filed  April  5,  1976.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  RITE-GUY  HAULING,  INC., 
1909  Weber  Drive,  Madison,  Wis.  53713. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Edward  Solie, 
Executive  Bldg.,  Suite  100,  4513  Vernon 
Blvd.,  Madison,  Wis.  53705.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Fly  ash  and  slag,  in  bulk, 
from  the  plant  facilities  of  Wisconsin 
Power  &  Light  Company,  at  or  near  Be¬ 
loit,  Cassville,  Portage,  and  Sheboygan, 
Wis.,  to  points  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa, 
Michigan,  and  Minnesota,  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract  or  contracts  with  Na¬ 
tional  Minerals  Corporation- Wisconsin. 
Inc. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  to  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Madison,  Wis. 

No.  MC  142002,  filed  April  8,  1976.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  NORTHSIDE  REPAIR  &  TOW¬ 
ING  SERVICE,  INC.,  510  Webster  Ave¬ 
nue,  North  Mankato,  Minn.  56001.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Grant  J.  Mer¬ 
ritt,  415  Peavey  Building,  730  Second 
Avenue  S.,  Minneapolis,  Minn.  55402.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Wrecked  or  disabled 
vehicles  and  replacement  vehicles,  by 
use  of  wrecker  equipment,  between  points 
Minnesota,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Alabama,  Arizona, 
Arkansas,  California,  Colorado,  Florida, 
Idaho,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas, 
Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Michigan,  Min- 
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nesota,  Mississippi,  Missouri,  Montana. 
Nebraska.  Nevada,  New  Mexico,  New 
York,  North  Dakota,  Ohio,  Oklahoma, 
Oregon,  Pennsylvania,  South  Dakota, 
Tennessee,  Texas,  Utah,  Washington, 
West  Virginia,  Wisconsin,  and  Wyoming. 

Noth  — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Minneapolis, 
Minn. 

No.  MC  142003,  filed  April  8,  1976.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  LANNA  P.  SITAR  AND  CAROL 
D.  SITAR,  doing  business  as  L  &  C 
TRUCKING  CO.,  a  partnership,  2501 
South  Artesian  Avenue,  Chicago,  HI. 
60606.  Applicant’s  representative:  Eu¬ 
gene  L.  Cohn,  One  N.  LaSalle  Street, 
Chicago,  Ill.  60602.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Batteries  and  battery  parts,  between 
the  EOT  Industrial  Plant  Site,  at  Rich¬ 
mond,  Ky.;  the  ESB  Service  Center  site, 
at  Benton,  Ill.;  Chicago,  Ill.,  and  points 
in  the  Chicago,  HI.  Commercial  Zone,  as 
defined  by  the  Commission. 

Note. — It  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  142005,  filed  April  6,  1976.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  CHARLES  D.  ZEISLOFT,  403 
East  Elm  Street,  Wenonah,  N.J.  08090. 
Applicant's  representative:  Alan  Kahn, 
1920  Two  Penn  Center  Plaza,  Phil¬ 
adelphia,  Pa.  19102.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  :  Slag,  from  the  facilities  of  Grays 
Perry  Slag  Corp.,  located  in  Swedeland, 
Pa.,  to  the  facilities  of  E.  P.  Henry  &  Son, 
Inc.  in  Woodbury,  N.J.,  and  the  facili¬ 
ties  of  E.  P.  Henry  Co.  and  Vineland,  N.J., 
under  continuing  contract  or  contracts 
with  E.  P.  Henry  &  Son.  Inc.,  and  E.  P. 
Henry  Co. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
PhUadelphia,  Pa.,  or  Washington,  D.O. 

No.  MC  142006,  filed  April  5,  1976.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  LYNBROOK  SALVAGE  CORP., 
170  Mapes  Avenue,  Newark,  N.J.  07112. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Robert  B. 
Pepper.  168  Woodbridge  Avenue,  High¬ 
land  Park,  N.J.  08904.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  (1)  Corrugated  roofing  and 
siding,  from  Jersey  City,  N.J.,  to  points 
in  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Illinois,  Indi¬ 
ana,  Maine,  Maryland,  Massachusetts, 
Miohigan,  New  Hampshire,  New  York, 
Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  Ver¬ 
mont,  West  Virginia,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia;  and  (2)  materials  and  sup¬ 
plies,  used  In  the  manufacturing  of 
roofing  and  siding  (except  in  bulk  and 
tank  vehicles)  from  the  destination 
points  named  in  (1)  above,  to  Jersey 
City,  N.J.,  under  a  continuing  contract 
with  Corrugated  Metals,  Inc.,  at  Jersey 
City,  N.J. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
appUcant  request*  it  be  held  at  Newark. 
N.J*  or  New  York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  141971-EX,  filed  April  15, 
1976.  Applioant:  NEW  ORLEANS 
TRAFFIC  AND  TRANSPORTATION 


BUREAU,  International  Trade  Mart, 
No.  2  Canal  Street,  New  Orleans,  La. 
70130.  Applicant’s  representative:  G.  B. 
Perry  (same  address  as  applicant).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  for  exemption  from  eco¬ 
nomic  regulation  in  interstate  or  for¬ 
eign  commerce  within  one  state  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities,  within  points  in  the  Com- 
merical  Zone  of  New  Orleans,  La.,  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  117  M.C.C.  816,  when  opera¬ 
tions  are  performed  as  incidental  to  pri¬ 
or  or  subsequent  transportation  by  com¬ 
mon  carriers  by  water,  to  the  Shipping 
Act,  1916.  The  nature,  character,  or 
quantity  of  the  transportation  to  be  ex¬ 
empted  would  not  impair  uniform  regu¬ 
lation  by  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  and  would  serve  the  public 
interest,  as  expressed  in  Section  204 
(4a). 

Passenger  Applications 

No.  MC  544  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  April  19, 
1976.  Applicant:  VANCOUVER -PORT¬ 
LAND  BUS  CO.,  Ill  East  Fifth  Street. 
Vancouver,  Wash.  98660.  Applicant’s 
representative:  David  C.  White,  2400 
SW.  Fourth  Avenue,  Portland,  Oreg. 
97201.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Passen¬ 
gers  and  their  baggage,  in  charter  oper¬ 
ations,  beginning  and  ending  at  points 
in  Clackamas.  Multnomah,  and  Wash¬ 
ington  Counties.  Oreg.,  and  Clark  Coun¬ 
ty,  Wash.,  and  extending  to  points  in 
the  United  States  including  Alaska,  but 
excluding  Hawaii. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Portland,  Oreg. 

No.  MC  58522  (Sub-No.  10),  filed 
April  19,  1976.  Applicant:  RTVER 

TRAILS  TRANSIT  LINES,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  307,  Highway  20  West,  Galena,  Ill. 
61036.  Applicant’s  representative:  Rich¬ 
ard  A.  Westley,  4506  Regent  Street,  Suite 
100,  Madison,  Wis.  53705.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Passengers  and  their  bag¬ 
gage  in  round-trip,  special,  and  charter 
operations,  beginning  and  ending  at 
points  in  Jo  Daviess  County,  Ill.  (except 
points  in  the  Dubuque,  Iowa,  Commer¬ 
cial  Zone) ;  Grant  County,  Wis.  (except 
points  in  the  Dubuque,  Iowa,  Commercial 
Zone) ;  Lafayette  County,  Wis.,  and  that 
portion  of  Iowa  County,  Wis.,  on,  south, 
and  west  of  a  line  extending  from  the 
western  boundary  of  Iowa  County,  along 
U.S.  Highway  18  to  junction  with  Wis¬ 
consin  Highway  23,  thence  along  Wiscon¬ 
sin  Highway  23  to  the  southern  boundary 
of  Iowa  County,  and  extending  to  points 
in  the  United  States,  Including  Alaska 
but  excluding  Hawaii. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Dubuque, 
Iowa;  Madison,  Wis.;  or  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  113770  (Sub-No.  4),  filed 
April  12,  1976.  AppUcant:  WILLIAM  S. 
CARROLL,  640  Hammond  Street,  Brook¬ 
line.  Mass.  02146  Applicant’s  representa¬ 


tive  :  James  F.  Martin,  Jr.,  3003  Windsor 
Ridge  Road.  Westboro,  Mass.  01581.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Passengers,  in  spe¬ 
cial  operations,  from  Milford  and  Bel¬ 
lingham,  Mass.,  and  Woonsocket,  R.I , 
to  site  of  Plainfield  Greyhound  Park, 
Plainfield,  Conn.,  and  return. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Boston.  Mass. 

No.  MC  138713  (Sub-No.  1),  filed 
April  1,  1976.  Applicant:  R  &  G  TRAN¬ 
SIT  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  248. 
Staunton,  Ill.  62088.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Richard  L.  Odorizzi  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Passengers  and  their  baggage,  in 
charter  and  special  operations,  begin¬ 
ning  and  ending  in  Litchfield,  Hfilsboro, 
Greenville,  and  Edwardsville.  Ill.,  and 
points  in  Macoupin  County,  HI.,  and  ex¬ 
tending  to  points  in  the  United  States 
(excluding  Alaska  and  Hawaii) . 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  does  not.  specify  any  particular 
location. 

No.  MC  139614  (Sub-No.  1),  filed 
April  8,  1976.  Applicant:  ERIN  TOURS. 
INC.,  2019  Haring  Street,  Brookhm,  N.Y. 
11229.  Applicant’s  representative:  Larsh 
B.  Mewhinney,  235  Mamaroneck  Avenue. 
White  Plains.  N.Y.  10605.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting :  Passengers  and  their  bag¬ 
gage,  in  charter  and  special  operations, 
from  New  York,  N.Y.,  to  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama,  Arkansas,  Connecticut,  Delaware, 
Florida,  Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa, 
Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Maine,  Maryland. 
Massachusetts,  Michigan,  Minnesota- 
Mississippi,  Missouri,  New  Hamsphlre, 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  North  Carolina, 
Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  South 
Carolina,  Tennessee,  Vesnont,  Virginia. 
West  Virginia,  Wisconsin,  and  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  and  return. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  request*  it  be  held  at  either 
Brooklyn,  or  New  York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  142007.  filed  April  14,  1976. 
AppUcant:  OTTE  BUS  SERVICE  INC., 
Route  #1,  Cedar  Grove,  Wis.  53013.  Ap- 
pUcant’s  representative:  Michael  S. 
Varda,  121  So.  Pinckney  Street,  Madison. 
Wis.  53703.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Pas¬ 
sengers  and  their  baggage,  in  special  and 
charter  operations,  beginning  and  ending 
at  points  in  Sheboygan  and  Ozaukee 
Counties,  Wis.,  and  extending  to  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Milwaukee  or  Sheboygan,  Wis. 

No.  MC  142011,  filed  April  1,  1976. 
AppUcant:  LEISURE  TIME  TOURS,  12 
Industrial  Avenue,  Upper  Saddle  River, 
NJ.  07458.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Samuel  B.  Zlnder,  98  Cutter  MU1  Road. 
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Great  Neck,  N.Y.  11021.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehiole,  over  regular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Passengers  and  their  baggage,  with 
express  and  newspapers  in  the  same  ve¬ 
hicle  with  passengers,  between  junction 
New  Jersey  Highway  4  and  New  Jersey 
Highway  17  in  Paramus,  N.J.,  and  Man¬ 
hattan,  N.Y.,  as  follows:  (a)  From  junc¬ 
tion  New  Jersey  Highway  4  and  New 
Jersey  Highway  17  in  Paramus,  N.J., 
thence  over  New  Jersey  Highway  17  to 
junction  with  Interstate  Route  80,  In 
Lodi,  N.J.,  thence  over  Interstate  Route 
80  to  junction  Interstate  Route  95  (Newr 
Jersey  Turnpike  extension)  thence  over 
Interstate  95  to  junction  New  Jersey 
Route  3,  thence  over  New  Jersey  Route  3 
to  the  Lincoln  Tunnel,  thence  through 
the  Lincoln  Tunnel  to  Manhattan,  and 
return,  over  the  same  route,  serving  no 
Intermediate  points  and  serving  the 
Junction  of  New  Jersey  Highway  4  and 
New  Jersey  Highway  17  in  Paramus,  N.J., 
for  the  purpose  of  joinder  only,  (b)  Prom 
New  Jersey  Highway  4  in  Paramus,  N.J., 
over  New  Jersey  Highway  17  to  New 
Jersey  Highway  3  in  East  Rutherford, 
NJ„  thence  over  New  Jersey  Highway  3 
to  the  Lincoln  Tunnel,  thence  through 
the  Lincoln  Tunnel  to  Manhattan,  N.Y., 
serving  no  intermediate  points  and  serv¬ 
ing  tlte  junction  of  New  Jersey  Highway 
4  and  New  Jersey  Highway  17  In  Para¬ 
mus,  N.J.,  for  the  purpose  of  joinder  only. 

Note. — II  a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
tbe  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  New 
York,  N.Y. 

Broker  Applications  ’ 

No.  MC  130287  (Sub-No.  1),  filed 
April  12,  1976.  Applicant:  JAMES  W. 
VAN  GEMERT,  53  Commerce  SW., 
Grand  Rapids,  Mich.  49502.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Edward  Malinzak,  900 
Old  Kent  Building,  Grand  Rapids,  Mich. 
49502.  Authority  sought  to  engage  in  op¬ 
eration,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce,  as  a  broker  at  Grand  Rapids, 
Mich.,  to  sell  or  offer  to  sell  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  passengers  and  their  bag¬ 
gage,  beginning  and  ending  at  points  in 
the  Lower  Peninsula  of  Michigan  (except 
Kent  County,  Mich.),  and  extending  to 
points  in  the  United  States  including 
Alaska  and  Hawaii. 

Note. — If  s  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Lansing  or  Detroit,  Mich. 

No.  MC  130366,  filed  March  2,  1976. 
Applicant:  DAVID  P.  BOLLONE,  doing 
business  as  TRAVEL  UNLIMITED,  322 
East  Main  Street,  Belleville,  HI.  62220. 
Applicant’s  representative:  David  P.  Bol- 
lone  (same  address  as  applicant).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  engage  in  operation, 
in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  as  a 
broker  at  Belleville,  Ill.,  to  sell  or  offer 
to  sell  the  transportation  of  Passengers 
as  indiviudals  and  in  groups,  and  their 
baggage  in  the  same  vehicle  with  pas¬ 
sengers,  in  special  and  charter  opera¬ 
tions,  in  sightseeing  and  pleasure  tours, 
by  motor,  air,  water,  and  rail  carriers, 
beginning  and  ending  at  Belleville,  HI., 
and  points  in  Clinton,  Madison,  Monroe, 
and  St.  Clair  Counties,  HI.;  St.  Louis, 


Mo.,  and  its  Commercial  Zone;  and 
points  in  St  Louis  County,  Mo.,  and  ex¬ 
tending  to  points  in  the  United  States  in¬ 
cluding  Alaska  and  Hawaii. 

Note. — If  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
BeUevUle,  Ill.;  6t.  Louis,  Mo.;  or  Chicago,  HI. 

No.  MC  130374,  filed  April  19,  1976. 
Applicant:  JEFFREY  LEE  HUBBARD, 
doing  business  as  HUBBARD  TOURS, 
1520A  Martin  Street,  Suite  106,  Park¬ 
way  Office  Suites,  Winston-Salem,  N.C. 
27103.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Robert  Sapp,  Maine  Street,  Winston- 
Salem,  N.C.  27101.  Authority  sought  to 
engage  in  operation,  in  interstate  or  for¬ 
eign  commerce,  as  a  broker  at  Winston- 
Salem,  N.C.,  to  sell  or  offer  to  sell  the 
transportation  of  passengers,  both  in- 
diviudally  and  in  groups,  and  their  bag¬ 
gage  in  special  and  charter  operations, 
beginning  and  ending  at  points  in 
Forsyth  County,  and  Winston-Salem, 
N.C„  and  extending  to  points  in  the 
United  States  including  Alaska  and 
Hawaii. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Raleigh  or  Charlotte,  N.C. 

No.  MC  130375,  filed  April  2,  1976.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  MAXINE  WTT  JJER,  doing  busi¬ 
ness  as  MID-MISSOURI  TRAVEL 
AGENCY  and  MID-MISSOURI  TRAV¬ 
ELERS,  P.O.  Box  144,  Lancaster,  Mo. 
63548.  Applicant’s  representative:  E. 
Richard  Webber,  110  West  Monroe 
Street,  Memphis,  Mo.  63555.  Authority 
sought  to  engage  in  operation,  in  inter¬ 
state  or  foreign  commerce,  as  a  broker 
at  Lancaster  and  Moberly,  Mo.,  to  sell  or 
offer  to  sell  the  transportation  of  In¬ 
dividual  passengers  and  groups  of  pas¬ 
sengers  and  their  baggage  in  the  same 
vehicle  with  passengers,  in  special  op¬ 
erations,  sightseeing,  pleasure,  and 
round  trip  tours,  by  motor  carriers, 
beginning  and  ending  at  points  in  that 
part  of  Missouri  on,  east,  and  north  of 
a  line  commencing  at  the  Iowa-Missouri 
State  Boundary  line  (except  points  in 
St.  Louis  County,  Mo.)  and  extending  to 
points  In  the  United  States,  Including 
Alaska  and  Hawaii,  and  points  In  the 
Providence  of  Canada. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  to  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Lancaster  or  Klrksvllle,  Mo. 

No.  MC  130377,  filed  April  20, 1976.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  BYRON  W.  HOUSE  TRAVEL 
AGENCY,  INC.,  1020  West  Fourth  St., 
little  Rock,  Ark.  72201.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Byron  W.  House,  Jr.  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Authority  sought 
to  engage  In  operation,  in  Interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  as  a  broker  at  little 
Rock,  Ark.,  to  sell  or  offer  to  sell  the 
transportation  of  passengers  and  their 
baggage,  both  individuals  and  groups,  In 
charter  and  special  operations,  beginning 
and  ending  at  Little  Rock,  Ark.,  and  ex¬ 
tending  to  points  in  the  United  States 
including  Alaska  but  excluding  Hawaii. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  to  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Little 
Rock,  Ark. 


Freight  Forwarder  Applications 

No.  FF-339  (SUb-No.  2) ,  filed  April  16, 
1976.  Applicant:  TOWNE  INTERNA¬ 
TIONAL  FORWARDING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
19516,  Houston,  Tex.  77024.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Alan  F.  Wohls better,  1700 
K  Street  NW^JWashington,  D.C.  20006. 
Authority  sought  to  engage  in  operation, 
In  interstate  commerce,  as  a  freight  for¬ 
warder,  through  use  of  the  facilities  of 
common  carriers  by  rail,  motor,  water, 
and  express  in  the  transportation  of  (a) 
Used  household  goods  and  unaccom¬ 
panied  baggage,  and  (b)  Used  automo¬ 
biles,  between  points  in  the  United  States 
including  Hawaii  and  Alaska,  restricted 
in  (b)  above  to  the  transportation  of  ex¬ 
port  and  Import  traffic. 

Note. — The  purpose  at  this  application  is 
to  add  Alaska  to  applicant’s  present  scope  of 
authority.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  San  An¬ 
tonio,  Tex. 

No.  FF-375  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  April  22, 
1976.  Applicant:  SECURITY  FOR¬ 
WARDERS,  INCORPORATED,  100  West 
Airline  Highway,  Kenner,  La.  70062.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Alan  F.  Wohl- 
stetter,  1700  K  Street  NW,  Washington, 
D.C.  20006.  Authority  sought  to  engage  in 
operation.  In  Interstate  commerce,  as  a 
freight  forwarder,  through  use  of  the 
facilities  of  common  carriers  by  rail, 
motor,  water,  and  express  In  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  (a)  Used  household  goods 
and  unaccompanied  baggage,  and  (b) 
used  automobiles,  between  points  in  the 
United  States,  including  Hawaii  and 
Alaska,  restricted  In  (b)  above  to  the 
transportation  of  export  and  Import  traf¬ 
fic. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  to  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  New 
Orleans,  La. 

Finance  Applications 

The  following  applications  seek  ap¬ 
proval  to  consolidate,  purchase,  merge, 
lease  operating  rights  and  properties,  or 
acquire  control  through  ownership  of 
stock,  of  rail  carriers  or  motor  carriers 
pursuant  to  Sections  5(2)  and  210a  (b)  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Act 

An  original  and  two  copies  of  protests 
to  the  granting  of  the  requested  author¬ 
ity  must  be  filed  with  the  Commission 
within  30  days  after  the  date  of  this 
Federal  Register  notice.  Such  protest 
shall  comply  with  Special  Rules  240(c)  or 
240(d)  of  the  Commission’s  General 
Rules  of  Practice  (49  CFR  §  1100.240) 
and  shall  include  a  concise  statement  of 
Protestant’s  interest  in  the  proceeding.  A 
copy  of  the  protest  shall  be  served  con¬ 
currently  upon  applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive,  or  applicant  if  no  representative  is 
named.  . 

No.  MC-F-12734  (Correction) , 
ROGERS  MOTOR  LINES,  INC.— Pur¬ 
chase  (Portion)  — Donald  Sunshine, 
Trustee  In  Bankruptcy,  GENE  ADAMS 
REFRIGERATED  TRUCKING  SERV¬ 
ICE,  INC.,  published  In  the  January  21, 
1976,  Federal  Register.  Notice  should 
read  as  follows:  Vendee  Is  authorized  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier  In  New 
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York,  Pennsylvania,  Delaware,  Connecti¬ 
cut,  Maine,  Maryland,  Massachusetts, 
New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  Rhode 
Island,  Vermont,  Ohio,  Virginia,  West 
Virginia,  the  District  of  Columbia. 
Florida,  Georgia,  North  Carolina,  and 
South  Carolina. 

Note  — MC  141076  (Sub  No.  5) .  is  a  directly 
related  matter,  published  In  the  March  3, 
1976,  Federal  Register. 

No.  MC-F-12794  (Correction) ,  STARR 
TRANSIT  CO.,  INC.— Purchase— BLUE 
BUS  LINES,  published  in  the  March  25. 
1976,  Federal  Register  at  41  F.R.  12395. 
Such  notice  should  read  as  follows:  Ap¬ 
plicants’  attorney :  Edward  F.  Bowes,  and 
that  vendee  is  authorized  to  operate  as 
a  contract  carrier  in  New  Jersey  and 
Pennsylvania,  and  as  a  common  carrier 
in  regular  route,  charter,  and  special 
operations,  the  latter  extending  through¬ 
out  the  United  States. 

No.  MC-F-12829.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  SECO  TRUCKING  CO.,  219 
North  Jackson,  Mason  City,  IA  50401,  of 
the  operating  rights  of  CLACKAMAS 
TRUCKING  CO.,  P.O.  Box  127, 
Clackamas,  OR  97015,  of  control  of  such- 
rights  through  the  purchase.  Applicants’ 
attorney:  Thomas  F.  Kilroy,  P.O.  Box 
624,  Springfield,  VA  22150,  Operating 
rights  sought  to  be  transferred:  Classes 
A  and  B  explosives,  and  blasting  agents, 
supplies  and  materials  used  in  connection 
Vendee  is  authorized  to  operate  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier  over  irregular  routes  from 
the  plantsite  of  the  Atlas  Powder  Com¬ 
pany,  near  Atlas,  Mo.,  to  points  in  Oregon 
and  Washington,  with  no  transportation 
for  compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized,  with  restrictions. 
Vendee  is  authorized  to  operate  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier  in  Pennsylvania,  Illinois, 
Missouri,  Iowa,  Nebraska.  South  Dakota, 
Minnesota,  Michigan,  North  Dakota, 
Wisconsin,  Kansas,  Oklahoma,  Arkansas, 
Indiana,  Ohio,  Arizona,  Louisiana,  New 
Mexico,  and  Texas,  and  as  a  common 
carrier  in  Missouri  and  Kansas.  Appli¬ 
cation  has  been  filed  for  temporary  au¬ 
thority  under  section  210a(b). 

No.  MC-F-12831.  Authority  sought  for 
merger  by  NAVAJO  FREIGHT  LINES, 
INC.,  1205  South  Platte  River  Drive. 
Denver,  CO  80223,  of  the  operating  rights 
and  property  of  JOE  HODGES  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION  CORPORATION,  also  of 
Denver,  CO  80223,  address,  and  for  ac¬ 
quisition  by  UNITED  TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION  INVESTMENT  COMPANY  and 
DAVID  H.  RATNER,  all  of  310  South 
Michigan  Avenue,  Chicago,  IL  60604,  of 
control  of  such  rights  through  the  trans¬ 
action.  Applicants’  attorney:  Jack  Good¬ 
man,  39  South  LaSalle  Street,  Chicago, 
IL  60603.  Operating  rights  sought  to  be 
merged:  Classes  A  and  B  explosives  and 
general  commodities,  except  commodities 
of  unusual  value,  livestock,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment,  as  a  common  carrier 
over  regular  routes,  between  Oklahoma 
City,  Okla.,  and  Lawton,  Okla.,  serving 
certain  Intermediate  points,  between 


/ 

Chickasha,  Okla.,  and  Alex,  Okla.,  be¬ 
tween  Lawton,  Okla.,  and  Waurika, 
Okla.,  serving  no  intermediate  points, 
•between  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.,  and 
Gotebo,  Okla.,  between  Mangum,  Okla., 
and  Willow,  Okla.,  serving  the  inter¬ 
mediate  point  of  Brinkman,  Okla.,  be¬ 
tween  Mangum,  Okla.,  and  -the  Okla- 
homa-Texas  State  line,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points  and  the  off -route  points 
of  Jester  and  Eastview,  Okla.,  between 
Lawton,  Okla.,  and  Hobart,  Okla.,  be¬ 
tween  Anadarko,  Okla.,  and  Lawton, 
Okla.,  serving  all  intermediate  points, 
between  Vernon,  Tex.,  and  Lone  Wolf, 
Okla.,  serving  all  intermediate  points, 
with  service  at  Vernon  restricted  against 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at 
destined  to  Quanah,  Tex.,  between  Eldo¬ 
rado,  Okla.,  and  Gould,  Okla.,  serving 
all  intermediate  points,  and  the  off-route 
points  of  Louis,  Okla.,  between  Altus, 
Okla.,  and  Quanah,  Tex.,  serving  all  in¬ 
termediate  points,  between  Altus,  Okla., 
and  Hollis.  Okla.,  serving  all  intermedi¬ 
ate  points,  between  Memphis,  Tex.,  and 
Hollis,  Okla.,  serving  no  intermediate 
points,  between  Childress,  Tex.,  and 
junction  U.S.  Highways  62  and  83  (east 
of  Memphis,  Tex.),  serving  no  inter¬ 
mediate  points  except  as  .  otherwise 
authorized. 

General  commodities,  excepting  among 
others.  Classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  and  commodities  in 
bulk,  between  Hollis,  Okla.,  and  Welling¬ 
ton,  Tex.,  serving  all  intermediate  points, 
between  Wellington,  Tex.,  and  Wheeler, 
Tex.,  serving  all  intermediate  points,  and 
the  off-route  point  of  the  United  Carbon 
Co.,  plantsite  (located  approximately  six 
miles  east  of  Shamrock,  Tex.,  on  U.S. 
Highway  66,  at  Norrick,  Tex.).,  between 
Comanche,  Okla.,  and  the  Oklahoma- 
Texas  State  line,  located  approximately 
2  miles  south  of  Terral,  Okla.,  serving 
all  Intermediate  points,  and  serving  the 
oilfields  located  at  or  near  Oscar,  Okla., 
approximately  13  miles  southeast  of 
Ryan,  Okla.,  as  off-route  points,  between 
Walters,  Okla.,  and  Waurika,  Okla.,  be¬ 
tween  Temple,  Okla.,  and  Junction  Okla¬ 
homa  Highways  53  and  65,  between 
Comanche,  Okla.,  and  Springer,  Okla., 
between  Duncan,  Okla.,  and  Admore, 
Okla.,  serving  all  intermediate  points, 
between  Hollis,  Okla.,  and  junction  Okla¬ 
homa  Highway  7  and  U.S.  Highway  81, 
between  Mangum,  Okla.,  and  Chickasha, 
Okla.,  between  Walters,  Okla.,  and  junc¬ 
tion  Oklahoma  Highway  44  and  U.S. 
Highway  66,  between  Frederick,  Okla., 
and  Taloga,  Okla.,  between  junction 
Oklahoma  Highways  5  and  36,  located 
approximately  3  miles  south  of  Chatta¬ 
nooga,  Okla.,  and  junction  Oklahoma 
Highway  36  and  U.S.  Highway  277,  lo¬ 
cated  approximately  2  miles  north  of 
Geronimo,  Okla.,  between  Roosevelt, 
Okla.,  and  Cooperton,  Okla.,  between 
Sentinel,  Okla.,  and  Rocky,  Okla.,  be¬ 
tween  Elk  City,  Okla.,  and  junction 
Oklahoma  Highway  47  and  U.S.  Highway 
183,  approximately  2  miles  south  of  Put¬ 
nam,  Okla.,  between  Gracemont,  Okla., 
and  Geary,  Okla. 

Between  Frederick,  Okla.,  and  Grand- 
field,  Okla  ,  between  Davidson,  Okla.,  and 


Waurika,  Okla..  between  Oklahoma  City. 
Okla.,  and  Sayre,  Okla.  between  Carter. 
Okla.,  and  junction  Oklahoma  Highway 
34  and  U.S.  Highway  66,  between  Okla¬ 
homa  City,  Okla.,  and  the  Oklahoma  - 
Texas  State  line,  located  approximately 
1  mile  west  of  Texola,  Okla.,  serving  all 
intermediate  points,  between  Weather-^ 
ford,  Okla.,  and  Sayre,  Okla.  serving  all 
intermediate  points,  and  serving  Sweet¬ 
water,  Okla.,  as  an  off-route  point,  be¬ 
tween  junction  U.S.  Highway  281  and 
Oklahoma  Highway  9,  located  approxi¬ 
mately  8  miles  of  Anadarko,  Okla..  and 
junction  Oklahoma  Highway  5  and  U.S. 
Highway  281,  serving  all  intermediate 
points,  between  Lawton,  Okla.,  and 
Wichita  Falls,  Tex.,  serving  all  interme¬ 
diate  points  and  the  intermediate  and 
off-route  points  in  the  Lawton,  Okla., 
and  Wichita  Falls,  Tex.,  Commercial 
Zones  as  defined  by  the  Commission,  be¬ 
tween  Dallas,  Tex.,  and  Terral,  Okla , 
serving  no  intermediate  points,  with  re¬ 
strictions  ;  between  Oklahoma  City. 
Okla.,  and  Boise  City,  Okla.,  serving  all 
intermediate  points  and  serving  the  off- 
route  points  of  Keyes,  Okla.,  and  the 
pantsites  of  the  North  Natural  Gas  Com¬ 
pany,  located  near  Elmwood,  Okla.,  and 
the  Cities  Service  Gas  Company,  located 
near  Guymon,  Okla.,  between  Junction 
U.S.  Highways  64  and  283  at  or  near 
Roseton,  Okla.,  and  Cheyenne,  Okla..  be¬ 
tween  Seiling.  Okla.,  and  Gage,  Okla., 
between  Forgan,  Okla.,  and  junction  U.S. 
Highways  183  and  270,  at  or  near  Fort 
Supply,  Okla..  serving  all  intermediate 
points,  over  numerous  alternate  routes 
for  operating  convenience  only.  NAVAJO 
FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  is  authorized 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier  in  Illi¬ 
nois,  Indiana.  Iowa,  Kansas,  Colorado. 
Oklahoma.  New  Mexico,  Arizona.  Cali¬ 
fornia,  Wyoming,  Utah,  Nebraska,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Texas,  Nevada,  Louisiana,  Virginia. 
Maryland,  Arkansas,  Florida,  New  York, 
Tennessee.  Kentucky,  Ohio,  and  Michi¬ 
gan.  Application  has  not  been  filed  for 
temporary  authority  under  section  210a 
(b>. 

No.  MC-F-12832.  Authority  sought  to 
lease  by  HILL  &  HILL  TRUCK  LINE. 
INC.,  14942  Talcott,  Houston,  TX  77015. 
of  the  operating  rights  of  SIGNAL 
TRUCKING  SERVICE,  LTD.,  c/o  DAVID 
B.  COMMONS,  RECEIVER.  3700  Wil- 
shire  Boulevard,  Suite  880,  Los  Angeles. 
CA  90010,  of  control  of  such  rights 
through  the  lease.  Applicants’  attorneys : 
Martin  J.  Rosen  256  Montgomery  Street, 
San  Francisco,  CA  94104,  and  Warren 
N.  Grossman,  606  So.  Olive  Street,  Los 
Angeles,  CA  90014.  Operating  rights 
sought  to  be  leased:  General  commodi¬ 
ties,  with  exceptions  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier  over  irregular  routes,  between  Los 
Angeles  Harbor,  Calif.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  Los  Angeles  and  Ver¬ 
non,  Calif.;  from  Los  Angeles  Harbor  to 
Walnut  Park  and  Huntington  Park. 
Calif.,  and  points  and  places  within  five 
miles  of  the  intersection  of  Ninth  and 
Indiana  Streets,  Los  Angeles,  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on  re¬ 
turn.  except  as  otherwise  authorized; 
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from  Huntington  Park  and  South  Gate, 
Calif,  and  points  and  places  south  of 
Whittier  Boulevard  and  East  of  Alameda 
Street,  within  five  miles  of  the  East  Los 
Angeles  City  limits  to  Los  Angeles  Har¬ 
bor,  Calif.;  from  Los  Angeles  Harbor  to 
South  Gate,  Calif.,  and  points  and  places 
south  of  Whittier  Boulevard  and  East 
of  Alameda  Street  within  five  miles  of 
the  East  Los  Angeles  City  limits,  except 
those  points  and  places  within  five  miles 
of  the  intersection  of  Ninth  and  Indiana 
Streets,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  authorized 
to  the  above-specified  origin  points;  be¬ 
tween  Long  Beach,  Calif.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Vernon,  Hunt¬ 
ington  Park  and  South  Gate,  Calif.,  and 
points  and  places  south  of  Whittier  Bou¬ 
levard  and  East  of  Alameda  Street  within 
five  miles  of  East  Los  Angeles  City  Lim¬ 
its;  between  Los  Angeles,  Wilmington, 
and  Moneta,  Calif.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  and  places  in  Cali¬ 
fornia  within  80  miles  of  Los  Angeles, 
not  Including  points  and  places  in  San 
Diego  County,  Calf.;  between  points  and 
places  in  the  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  Com¬ 
mercial  zone  as  defined  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  in  3  M.C.C.  248;  from  Long  Beach 
and  Los  Angeles  Harbor,  Calif.,  to  San 
Diego,  Calif. 

General  commodities  between  Loe 
Angeles,  Cal.,  the  one  hand,  and  Los 
Angeles  Harbor,  Cal.,  on  the  other, 
limited  to  steamship  traffic  only,  with 
restrictions;  general  commodities,  with 
exceptions  between  points  in  San  Fran¬ 
cisco,  Alameda,  San  Mateo,  and  Contra 
Costa  Counties,  California;  between 
points  in  Santa  Clara  County,  California, 
San  Mateo,  California,  points  in  that 
part  of  San  Mateo  County,  located  south 
of  San  Mateo  on  U.S.  Highways  101  and 
101  By-Pass,  Hayward,  California,  and 
points  in  that  part  of  Alameda  County, 
California,  located  south  of  Hayward  on 
California  State  Highways  9  and  17; 
transportation  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce  of  the  following  named  com¬ 
modities;  Iron  and  steel  articles,  non- 
ferrous  metals,  and  nonferrous  metal 
products  (except  household  appliances 
and  housewares) ,  clay  and  clay  products, 
heavy  machinery  and  heavy  machinery 
parts,  (a)  machinery,  equipment,  ma¬ 
terials,  and  supplies  used  in,  or  in  con¬ 
nection  with,  the  discovery,  development, 
production,  refining,  manufacture,  proc¬ 
essing,  storage,  transmission,  and  distri¬ 
bution  of  natural  gas,  petroleum,  their 
products  and  byproducts,  water,  and 
sewage,  and  (b)  machinery,  materials, 
equipment,  and  supplies  used  in  or  in 
connection  with  the  construction,  opera¬ 
tion,  repair,  servicing,  maintenance,  and 
dismantling  of  pipelines  used  in  the 
transmission  of  natural  gas,  petroleum, 
their  products  and  byproducts,  water, 
and  sewage,  contractors,  mining,  and 
military  equipment,  materials  and  sup¬ 
plies,  power  or  communications  distribu¬ 
tion  and  metal  processing  equipment, 
materials  and  supplies,  commodities  the 
transportation  of  which  requires  by  rea¬ 
son  of  their  size  or  weight  the  use  of  spe¬ 
cial  equipment,  electrical  cables,  scrap 
metals,  and  firefighting  equipment,  ma¬ 


terials  and  supplies,  between  points  in 
California.  Vendee  is  authorized  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier  in  Alabama, 
Alaska,  Arkansas,  California,  Colorado, 
Florida,  Georgia,  Kansas,  Louisiana, 
Mississippi,  Montana,  Nebraska,  Nevada, 
New  Mexico,  North  Dakota,  Oklahoma, 
South  Dakota,  Texas,  Utah,  and 
Wyoming.  Application  has  been  filed  for 
temporary  authority  under  section  210a 
(b). 

No.  MC-F-12833.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  MOUNTAINSIDE  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  130  Davidson  Avenue, 
Somerset  N.J.  08873,  of  the  operating 
rights  and  property  of  GEORGE  O. 
KRILL,  INC.,  4828  Hollins  Ferry  Road, 
Baltimore,  MD  21227,  and  for  acquisi¬ 
tion  by  ARTHUR  M.  GOLDBERG,  P.O. 
Box  514,  Edison,  NJ  08817,  and  TRANS- 
CO  GROUP,  INC.,  130  Davidson  Avenue, 
Somerset,  NJ  08873,  of  control  of  such 
rights  and  property  through  the  pur¬ 
chase.  Applicants’  attorneys:  A  David 
Millner  P.O.  Box  1409,  Fairfield,  NJ 
07006,  and  William  J.  Little,  10  East 
Baltimore  Street,  Baltimore,  MD  21202. 
Operating  rights  sought  to  be  trans¬ 
ferred;  Such  merchandise  as  is  dealt  In 
by  wholesale,  retail,  and  chain  grocery 
and  food  business  houses,  and,  in  con¬ 
nection  therewith,  equipment,  materials, 
and  supplies  used  in  the  conduct  of  such 
businesses,  as  a  contract  carrier  over 
irregular  routes  between  points  within 
the  territory  bounded  by  a  line  beginning 
at  New  Castle,  Del.,  and  extending  south 
along  the  west  shore  of  Delaware  Bay 
and  the  Atlantic  Ocean  to  Cape  Charles, 
Va„  thence  north  along  the  east  shore 
of  Chesapeake  Bay  to  Stevensville,  Md„ 
thence  across  Chesapeake  Bay  to  An¬ 
napolis,  Md.,  thence  in  a  northwesterly 
direction  to  Damascus,  Md.,  thence  in  a 
southwesterly  direction  to  the  Potomac 
River  at  a  point  one  mile  south  of 
Seneca,  Md.,  thence  along  the  east  bank 
of  the  Potomac  River  to  Hancock,  Md., 
thence  north  to  Warefordsburg,  Pa., 
thence  in  a  northeasterly  direction 
through  Mercersburg,  Chambersburg, 
and  Carlisle,  Pa.,  to  Roseglen,  Pa.,  thence 
east  to  Fredericksburg,  Pa.,  thence 
south  through  Lebanon  and  Man- 
heim.  Pa.,  to  the  Susquehanna  River 
at  a  point  five  miles  north  of  Airville, 
Pa.,  thence  In  a  southeasterly  direction 
along  the  east  bank  of  the  Susquehanna 
River  to  the  Pennsylvania-Maryland 
State  line,  thence  east  and  south  along 
the  Pennsylvania-Maryland-Delaware 
State  lines  to  a  point  one  mile  northeast 
of  Elkton,  Md.,  and  thence  east  to  one 
mile  northeast  of  Elkton,  Md.,  and  thence 
east  to  New  Castle,  Del.,  including  the 
points  named;  between  points  In  the 
above-specified  territory,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Philadelphia, 
Pa.,  Wilmington,  Del.,  Richmond,  Va., 
and  points  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Fruits,  vegetables,  farm  products,  poul¬ 
try,  and  sea  food,  In  the  respective  sea¬ 
sons  of  their  production,  from  points  in 
Pennsylvania,  Delaware,  Maryland,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  and  the  District  of  Columbia,  to 
points  in  the  above-specified  territory, 


with  no  transportation  for  compensation 
on  return  except  as  otherwise  author¬ 
ized;  such  merchandise  as  is  dealt  in  by 
wholesale,  retail,  and  chain  grocery  and 
food  business  houses,  and,  in  connection 
therewith,  equipment,  materials,  and 
supplies  used  in  the  conduct  of  such  busi¬ 
nesses,  between  points  within  the  terri¬ 
tory  bounded  by  a  line  beginning  at  An¬ 
napolis,  Md.,  and  extending  south  along 
the  west  shore  of  Cheapeake  Bay  to  Point 
Lookout,  Md.,  thence  in  a  northwesterly 
direction  along  the  northeast  bank  of  the 
Potomac  River  to  Rock  Point,  Md., 
thence  across  the  Potomac  River  to  Co¬ 
lonial  Beach,  Va.,  thence  west  through 
Fredericksburg,  Orange,  Harrisonburg, 
and  Rawley  Springs,  Va.,  to  the  Virginia- 
West  Virginia  State  line  at  a  point  eight 
miles  northwest  of  Rawley  Springs, 
thence  in  a  northeasterly  direction  along 
the  Virginia-West  Virginia  State  line  to 
Ridge,  W.  Va.  (a  point  two  miles  beyond 
the  State  line) ,  thence  in  a  northwesterly 
direction  to  Paw  Paw,  W.  Va.,  thence 
along  the  south  bank  of  the  Potomac 
River  to  a  point  directly  west  of  Dicker- 
son,  Md.,  thence  in  a  northwesterly  di¬ 
rection  to  Ridgeville,  Md.,  and  thence  in 
a  southeasterly  direction  through  Laurel, 
Md.,  to  Annapolis,  Md.,  Including  the 
pointed  named,  between  points  in  the  im¬ 
mediately  above-specified  territory,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Balti¬ 
more,  Md. ;  fruits,  vegetables,  farm  prod¬ 
ucts,  poultry,  and  sea  food,  in  the  re¬ 
spective  seasons  of  their  production, 
from  points  in  Maryland,  Virginia,  and 
West  Virginia  to  points  in  the  territory 
specified  immediately  above,  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on  re¬ 
turn  except  as  otherwise  authorized,  with 
restrictions. 

MOUNTAINSIDE  TRANSPORT,  INC., 
holds  no  authority  from  this  Commission. 
However,  the  stock  of  MOUNTAINSIDE 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  is  held  by  Arthur 
M.  Goldberg  and  Gary  I.  Goldberg.  Ar¬ 
thur  M.  Goldberg  additionally  controls 
Transco  Group,  Inc.,  a  holding  company. 
Transco  Group,  Inc.,  owns  all  the  stock 
of  GROSS  b  HECHT  TRUCKING 
CORP.,  a  contract  carrier,  who  under 
MC  59806  is  authorized  to  operate  in  New 
York  and  New  Jersey.  MOUNTAINSIDE 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  is  additionally  af¬ 
filiated  with  KEYSTONE  TRUCKING 
CO.,  another  contract  carrier  who  under 
MC  140092  (Sub-No.  1),  is  authorized 
to  operate  in  New  York,  New  Jersey,  and 
Pennsylvania,  in  its  order  the  Commis¬ 
sion  conditioned  issuance  of  its  permit 
subject  to  the  condition  that  KEYSTONE 
TRUCKING  CORP.  and  GROSS  b 
HECHT  TRUCKING  CORP.,  file  an  ap¬ 
plication  under  Section  5(2)  of  the  Act, 
or  an  affidavit  indicating  why  such  5(2) 
application  is  unnecessary.  In  addition, 
MOUNTAINSIDE  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  is 
affiliated  with  NEWPORT  TRUCKING 
CORP.,  Newport  is  a  noncarrier  operating 
RELAY  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  under  tem¬ 
porary  authority.  Relay  is  a  contract 
carrier  for  PEPSICO,  INC.,  and  PEP8I 
COLA  METROPOLITAN  BOTTLING 
CO.  in  Permit  No.  MC  111309  and  Subs 
numbers  thereunder  and  is  authorized 
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to  operate  in  New  York,  Virginia,  Dela¬ 
ware,  Maryland,  New  Jersey,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  the  District  of  Columbia,  Con¬ 
necticut,  Massachusetts,  New  Hampshire, 
Ohio,  Rhode  Island,  Vermont,  and  West 
Virginia.  That  on  April  21,  1976,  an  ini¬ 
tial  decision  was  served  approving  the 
purchase  by  NEWPORT  TRUCKING 
CORP.  of  RELAY  TRANSPORT,  INC. 
Application  has  been  filed  for  temporary 
authority  under  section  210a(b)\ 


cations  under  Section  212(b)  of  the  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Act. 

An  original  and  two  copies  of  protests 
to  the  granting  of  the  authorities  must 
be  filed  with  the  Commission  within  30 
days  after  the  date  of  this  Federal 
Register  notice.  Such  protests  shall 
comply  with  Special  Rule  247(d)  of  the 
Commission’s  General  Rules  of  Practice 
(49  CFR  §  1100.247)  and  include  a  con¬ 
cise  statement  of  Protestant’s  interest  in 
the  proceeding  and  copies  of  its  conflict¬ 
ing  authorities.  Verified  statements  in 
opposition  should  not  be  tendered  at  this 
time.  A  copy  of  the  protest  shall  be  served 
concurrently  upon  applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative,  or  applicant  if  no  representa¬ 
tive  is  named. 

Each  applicant  states  that  there  will 
be  no  significant  effect  on  the  quality  of 
the  human  environment  resulting  from 
approval  of  its  applications. 

No.  MC  59501  (Sub-No.  3) ,  filed  April 
12,  19^6.  Applicant:  E  &  L  TRUCKING 
CO.,  117  Webster  Street,  Pawtucket,  R.I. 
02861.  Applicant’s  representative:  Fred¬ 
erick  T.  O’Sullivan,  622  Lowell  Street, 
P.O.  Box  2184,  Peabody,  Mass.  01960. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle;  over  reg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting:  General  com¬ 
modities  (except  those  of  unusual  value. 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  in 
hopper  vehicles,  and  those  requiring  spe¬ 
cial  equipment) ,  serving  points  in  Rhode 
Island  as  off -route  points  in  connection 
with  applicant’s  regular  route  authority 
between  points  in  Rhode  Island  and 
Massachusetts. 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  application,  is 
to  convert  a  Certificate  of  Registration  to  a 
Certificate  of  Public  Convenience  and  Ne¬ 
cessity.  This  is  a  matter  directly  related  to  a 
Section  6(2)  finance  proceeding  in  MC-F- 
12814  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
issue  of  AprU  29,  1976.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  the  applicant  requests  it  be  held 
at  Providence,  R.I. 

No.  MC  109533  (Sub-No.  75),  filed 
AprU  21,  1976.  Applicant:  OVERNITE 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  1100 
Commerce  Road,  Richmond,  Va.  23224. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Eugene  T. 
Liipfert,  1660  L  Street,  Suite  1100,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20036.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities  (except  those 
of  unusual  value.  Classes  A  and  B  ex¬ 
plosives,  household  goods  as  defined  by 

the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk 
and  those  requiring  special  equipment) , 
(1)  between  Louisville,  Ky.,  and  Hazel, 
Ky.,  serving  aU  intermediate  points  and 
points  in  Breckenridge,  BuUitt,  Butler, 
CaldweU,  Calloway,  Christian,  Critten¬ 
den,  Daviess,  Edmonson,  Grayson,  Han¬ 
cock,  Hardin,  Hart,  Henderson,  Hopkins. 
Jefferson,  Larue,  Livingston,  Logan, 
Lyon,  McCracken,  McLean,  MarshaU, 
Meade,  Muhlenberg,  Ohio,  Todd,  Trigg, 
Union,  and  Webster  Counties,  Ky.,  as 
off -route  points:  From  Louisville  over 
Interstate  Highway  65  to  junction  West¬ 


No.  MC-F-12835.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  B  &  B  TRUCKING,  INC.,  83 
Egleston  Road,  Westfield,  MA,  of  the 
operating  rights  of  A.  FOURNIER’S  EX¬ 
PRESS,  INC.,  466  Spring  Street,  Windsor 
Locks,  CT,  and  for  acquisition  by  LAVAL 
BOISSONN AULT,  321  Springfield  Street, 
Agawam,  MA  01001,  and  ROLAND 
BOISSONNAULT,  1  Scarfo  Drive,  West- 
field,  MA  01085,  of  control  of  such  rights 
through  the  purchase.  Applicants’  at¬ 
torney:  Gerald  A.  Joseloff,  80  State 
Street,  Hartford,  CT  06103.  Operating 
rights  sought  to  be  transferred:  General 
commodities,  with  exceptions  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier  over  regular  routes,  between 
Windsor  Locks,  Conn.,  and  Chicopee 
Falls  and  Westfield,  Mass.,  between 
Vernon,  Conn.,  and  Chicopee,  Mass., 
serving  all  intermediate  points,  and  the 
off-route  points  of  Somersville,  Ellington, 
and  Tolland,  Conn.;  Tobacco,  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier  over  irregular  routes  from 
Windsor  Locks,  Conn.,  to  Hatfield,  Mass., 
with  no  transportation  for  compensation 
on  return  except  as  otherwise  authorized, 
hand  and  floor  trucks  and  parts,  proc¬ 
essing  conveyors,  reeling  machines, 
reels,  sheet  steel,  steel  boxes,  truck  bodies, 
trailers,  skids,  machine  parts,  and  fabri¬ 
cated  steel,  from  Windsor  Locks,  Conn., 
to  Springfield,  Brightwood,  Chicopee, 
Chicopee  Falls,  Westfield,  Indian  Or¬ 
chard,  Boston,  and  Andover,  Mass.,  with 
no  transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized; 
general  commodities  with  exceptions  be¬ 
tween  Bradley  Field,  Windsor  Locks, 
Conn.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Connecticut  and  Mas¬ 
sachusetts  with  50  miles  of  Windsor 
Locks,  Conn.,  between  La  Guardia 
and  John  F.  Kennedy  International 
Airports,  New  York,  N.Y.,  and  Newark 
Airport,  Newark,  N.J.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Con¬ 
necticut  and  Massachusetts  within  50 
miles  of  Windsor  Locks,  Conn.,  with  re¬ 
strictions.  Under  a  certificate  of  regis¬ 
tration,  vendee  is  authorized  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier  solely  within  the 
State  of  Massachusetts.  Application  has 
been  filed  for  temporary  authority  under 
section  210a(b). 

Note. — MC  19458  Sub-No.  3,  Is  a  directly 
related  matter. 

Operating  Rights  Applications  Direct¬ 
ly  Related  to  Finance  Proceedings 

The  following  operating  rights  applica¬ 
tions  are  filed  in  connection  with  pending 
finance  applications  under  Section  5(2) 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act,  or  seek 
tacking  and/or  gateway  elimination  in 
connection  with  pending  transfer  appli¬ 


ern  Kentucky  Parkway,  thence  over 
Western  Kentucky  Parkway  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  62,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  62  to  junction  Purchase  Parkway, 
thence  over  Purchase  Parkway  to  Ben¬ 
ton,  Ky.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  641 
to  Hazel,  and  return  over  the  same  route; 
(2)  between  Madison ville,  Ky.,  and 
junction  U.S.  Highway  41  and  Western 
Kentucky  Parkway,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points:  From  Madisonville  over 
U.S.  Highway  41  to  junction  Western 
Kentucky  Parkway  and  return  over  the 
same  route;  and  (3)  between  Paducah, 
Ky.,  and  junction  U.S.  Highway  62  and 
Western  Kentucky  Parkway,  serving  all 
intermediate  points :  From  Paducah  over 
U.S.  Highway  62  to  junction  Western 
Kentucky  Parkway  and  return  over  the 
same  route. 

Note. — This  is  a  matter  directly  related  to 
a  Section  5(2)  finance  proceeding  in  MC-F- 
12822  published  in  the  Federal  Register  Is¬ 
sue  of  AprU  5,  1976.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed 
necessary,  the  applicant  requests  It  be  held 
at  Louisville  or  Frankfort,  Ky. 

No.  MC  125499  (Sub-No.  3),  filed 
April  14.  1976.  Applicant:  L  V  COM¬ 
PANY,  INC.,  R.D.  No.  1,  Coplay,  Lehigh 
County,  Pa.  18037.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  John  W.  Frame,  2207  Old  Gettys¬ 
burg  Road,  Box  626,  Camp  Hill,  Pa. 
17011.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Shale 
derived  aggregate  in  bulk,  (1)  from 
Tamaqua,  Pa.,  to  points  in  Connecticut, 
Delaware,  Maryland,  New  Jersey,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia  and  points  in 
New  York  within  200  miles  of  Tamaqua, 
Pa.;  and  (2)  from  points  in  Plains  Town¬ 
ship,  Luzerne  County,  Pa.,  to  points  in 
Connecticut,  Delaware,  Maryland,  New 
Jersey  (except  points  in  Cumberland, 
Salem,  Gloucester,  Cape  May,  Atlantic, 
Camden,  and  Burlington  Counties,  N. J.) , 
New  York,  Rhode  Island,  and  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  under  a  continuing 
contract  or  contracts  with  Bylite 
Corporation. 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  application  is 
to  convert  a  Certificate  of  Public  Conveni¬ 
ence  and  Necessity  to  a  Permit.  This  is  a 
matter  directly  related  to  a  Section  5(2) 
finance  proceeding  in  MC-F-12301  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of  Septem¬ 
ber  18,  1974.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  does  not  specify  a  location. 

No.  MC  134493  (Sub-No.  2),  filed 
April  9,  1976.  Applicant:  CHICAGO-ST. 
LOUTS  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  800  Joliet 
Street,  Joliet,  Ill.  60436.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Carl  L.  Steiner,  39  South  La 
Salle  Street,  Chicago.  Ill.  60603.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular  and  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities  (except  commodities  in 
bulk,  household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  Classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
commodities  of  unusual  value,  and  com¬ 
modities  which  because  of  size  or  weight 
require  special  equipment) ,  (1)  Irregular 
Routes:  Between  points  in  Cook  and  Du- 
Page  Counties,  m.,  points  in  that  part  of 
Lake  County,  HL.  on  and  south  of  Illinois 
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Highway  132,  points  in  McHenry  and 
Kane  Counties,  HI.,  on  and  east  of  Illi¬ 
nois  Highway  31,  and  points  In  that  part 
of  Will  County,  HI.,  located  on  and  north 
of  a  line  commencing  on  U.S.  Highway 
80  at  the  Will-Kendall-Grundy  Counties 
Line,  thence  along  UB.  Highway  80  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  52,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  52  to  junction  with  Man¬ 
hattan  Road,  thence  along  Manhattan 
Road  to  Fairthom  Road,  thence  along 
Fairthom  Road  to  the  Illinois -Indiana 
State  Line;  and  (2)  Regular  Routes: 
Serving  the  described  in  (1)  above  as  off- 
route  points  in  connection  with  carrier’s 
otherwise  authorized  regular-route  op¬ 
erations,  between  Chicago.  Chicago 
Heights,  and  Waukegan,  HI.,  and  St. 
Louis,  Mo. 

Note. — The  purpose  ol  this  application  is 
to  convert  a  Certificate  of  Registration  to  a 
Certificate  of  Public  Convenience  and  Neces¬ 
sity.  This  is  a  matter  directly  related  to  a 
Section  5(2)  finance  proceeding  in  MO-F- 
12811  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
issue  of  April  22,  1976.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  the  applicant  requests  it  be  held 
at  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  141790  (Partial  Correction), 
filed  March  3,  1976,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  issue  of  April  15,  1976, 
republished  as  corrected  this  issue.  Appli¬ 
cant:  OSBORNE  GROUP,  INC.,  125  Uni¬ 
versity  Avenue,  Berkeley,  Calif.  94710. 
Applicant’s  representative:  James  H. 
Gulseth  (same  address  as  applicant). 

Note. — Notice  previously  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  April  16,  1976.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  partial  correction  is  to  indicate 
that  applicant  seeks  to  convert  a  Permit  to 
a  Certificate  of  Public  Convenience  and  Ne¬ 
cessity  in  lieu  of  a  Certificate  of  Registra¬ 
tion.  The  rest  of  the  publication  remains  the 
same.  This  is  a  matter  directly  related  to  a 
Section  6(2)  finance  proceeding  in  MC-F- 
12785  published  in  the  Federal  Register  is¬ 
sue  of  March  17,  1976.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
neeessary,  the  applicant  requests  it  be  held 
at  Washington,  D.C. 

Motor  Carrier  Alternate  Route 
Deviations 

notice 

The  following  letter-notices  to  operate 
over  deviation  routes  for  operating  con¬ 
venience  only  have  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  under  the  Commission’s  De¬ 
viation  Rules — Motor  Carriers  of  Proper¬ 
ty  (49  CFR  S  1042.4(c)  (ID). 

Protests  against  the  use  of  any  pro¬ 
posed  deviation  route  herein  described 
■lay  be  filed  with  the  Commission  in  the 
manner  and  form  provided  in  such  rules 
(49  CFR  S  1042.4(c)  (12))  at  any  time, 
but  will  not  operate  to  stay  commence¬ 
ment  of  the  proposed  operations  unless 
filed  within  30  days  from  the  date  of  this 
Federal  Register  notice. 

Each  applicant  states  that  there  will 
be  no  significant  effect  on  the  quality  of 
the  environment  resulting  from  approval 
of  its  request. 

No.  MC  263  (Deviation  No.  16),  GAR¬ 
RETT  FREIGHTLINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
4048,  Pocatello,  Idaho  83201,  filed  March 
17,  1976.  Carrier  proposes  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of 


general  commodities,  with  certain  ex¬ 
ceptions,  over  a  deviation  route  as  fol¬ 
lows:  From  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah,  over 
interstate  Highway  80  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  287  at  Rawlins,  Wyo.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  287  to  junction  Wy¬ 
oming  Highway  220,  thence  over  Wyom¬ 
ing  Hghway  220  to  Casper,  Wyo.,  thence 
over  Interstate  Highway  25  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  18  at  Orin,  Wyo.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  18  to  junction  South 
Dakota  Highway  79,  thence  over  South 
Dakota  Highway  79  to  Rapid  City,  S. 
Dak.,  thence  over  Interstate  Highway  90 
to  junction  Minnesota  Highway  15  at 
Fairmont,  Minn.,  thence  over  Minnesota 
Highway  15  to  junction  Minnesota  High¬ 
way  60  at  Madelia,  Minn.,  thence  over 
Minnesota  Highway  60  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  169  at  Mankato,  Minn.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  169  to  Minneapolis, 
Minn.,  and  return  over  the  same  route 
for  operating  convenience  only.  The  no¬ 
tice  indicates  that  the  carrier  is  presently 
authorized  to  transport  the  same  com¬ 
modities  over  a  pertinent  service  route 
as  follows:  From  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah, 
over  U.S.  Highway  91  to  Junction  UB. 
Highway  191  near  Brigham  City,  Utah, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  191  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  91  at  Downey,  Idaho, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  91  to  junction 
UB.  Highway  10  near  Butte,  Mont., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  10  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  52  at  Fargo,  N.  Dak., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  52  to  Minne¬ 
apolis,  Minn.,  and  return  over  the  same 
route. 

No.  MC  921  (Deviation  No.  5),  DEAN 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Drawer  632, 
Fulton  Drive,  Corinth,  Miss.  38834,  filed 
May  10, 1976.  Carrier  proposes  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of 
general  commodities,  with  certain  excep¬ 
tions,  over  deviation  routes  as  follows: 
(1)  From  Montgomery,  Ala.,  over  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  65  to  Birmingham,  Ala., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  78  to  Tupelo, 
Miss.,  (2)  From  Montgomery,  Ala.,  over 
Interstate  Highway  65  to  Junction  Ala¬ 
bama  Highway  157  north  of  Cullman, 
Ala.,  thence  over  Alabama  Highway  157 
to  junction  U.S.  Alternate  Highway  72, 
thence  over  U.S.  Alternate  Highway  72 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  72,  thence  over 
UB.  Highway  72  to  Corinth,  Miss.,  (3) 
From  Montgomery,  Ala.,  over  Interstate 
Highway  65  to  Alternate  U.S.  Highway 
72  near  Decatur,  Ala.,  thence  over  Alter¬ 
nate  U.S.  Highway  72  to  Corinth,  Miss., 
and  (4)  From  Montgomery,  Ala.,  over 
Interstate  Highway  65  to  junction  Ala¬ 
bama  Highway  67,  thence  over  Alabama 
Highway  67  to  junction  U.8.  Highway  31, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  31  to  junction 
U.S.  Alternate  Highway  72,  thence  over 
UB.  Alternate  Highway  72  to  Corinth, 
Miss.,  and  return  over  the  same  routes 
for  operating  convenience  only.  The  no¬ 
tice  indicates  that  the  carrier  is  presently 
authorized  to  transport  the  same  com¬ 
modities,  over  a  pertinent  service  route 
as  follows:  From  Montgomery,  Ala.,  over 
UB.  Highway  80  to  Demopolis,  Ala., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  43  to  Tusca¬ 
loosa,  Ala.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  82 


to  junction  Alternate  UB.  Highway  45 
near  Mayhew,  Miss.,  thence  over  Alter¬ 
nate  UB.  Highway  45  and  U.S.  Highway 
45  to  Tupelo  and  Corinth,  Miss.,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  routes. 

No.  MC  2202  (Deviation  No.  151), 
ROADWAY  EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
471, 1077  Gorge  Blvd.,  Akron,  Ohio  44309, 
filed  May  6, 1976.  Carrier  proposes  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  of  general  commodities,  with  cer¬ 
tain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation  route 
as  follows:  From  junction  Indian  Na¬ 
tion  Turnpike  and  U.S.  Highway  271  ap¬ 
proximately  one  mile  south  of  Hugo, 
Okla,.  over  Indian  Nation  Turnpike  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  69,  and  return 
over  the  same  route  for  operating  con¬ 
venience  only.  The  notice  indicates  that 
the  carrier  is  presently  authorized  to 
transport  the  same  commodities,  over  a 
pertinent  service  route  as  follows:  From 
junction  Indian  Nation  Turnpike  and 
U.S.  Highway  271  near  Hugo,  Okla., 
over  U.S.  Highway  271  to  Antlers,  Okla., 
thence  over  Oklahoma  Highway  3  to 
Atoka,  Okla.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
69  to  junction  Indian  Nation  Turnpike, 
and  return  over  the  same  route. 

No.  MC  2202  (Deviation  No.  152, 
ROADWAY  EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
471, 1077  Gorge  Blvd.,  Akron,  Ohio  44309, 
filed  May  10,  1976.  Carrier  proposes  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  of  general  commodities,  with 
certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation  route 
as  follows:  From  Rock  Island,  Ill.,  over 
UB.  Highway  67  to  junction  Illinois 
Highway  67  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  55,  thence  over  Interstate  Highway 
thence  over  Illinois  Highway  78  to  Junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  67,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  67  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  55,  thence  over  Interstate  Highway 
55  to  junction  UB.  Highway  78,  thence 
over  UB.  Highway  78  to  junction  UB. 
Highway  45,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
45  to  junction  Alternate  UB.  Highway 
45,  thence  over  Alternate  UB.  Highway 
45  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  45,  thence 
over  UB.  Highway  45  to  Meridian,  Miss., 
and  return  over  the  same  route  for  op¬ 
erating  convenience  only.  The  notice  in¬ 
dicates  that  the  carrier  is  presently  au¬ 
thorized  to  transport  the  same  commodi¬ 
ties  over  a  pertinent  service  route  as  fol¬ 
lows:  From  Rock  Island,  HI.,  over  Il¬ 
linois  Highway  92  to  Mendota,  HI., 
thence  over  UB.  Highway  34  to  Chicago, 
HI.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  41  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  52,  thence  over  UB. 
Highway  52  to  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  31  to  Columbus,  Ind., 
thence  over  Alternate  UB.  Highway  31 
via  Seymour,  Ind.,  to  junction  UB.  High¬ 
way  31,  thence  over  UB.  Highway  31  to 
Sellersburg,  Ind.,  thence  over  UB.  High¬ 
way  31E  or  31W  to  Louisville,  Ky.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  31W  to  Nashville, 
Tenn.,  thence  over  UB.  Highway  31  to 
Birmingham,  Ala.,  thence  over  UB. 
Highway  11  to  Meridian,  Miss.,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route. 

No.  MC  49387  (Deviation  No.  10). 
ORSCHELN  BROS.  TRUCK  LINES. 
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INC.,  Highway  24  East.  P.O.  Box  658, 
Moberly,  Mo.  65270,  filed  May  10,  1976. 
Carrier  proposes  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of  general  com¬ 
modities,  with  certain  exceptions,  over  a 
deviation  route  as  follows:  Prom  Chica¬ 
go.  Ill.,  over  Interstate  Highway  55  to 
junction  Interstate  Highway  44,  thence 
over  Interstate  Highway  44  to  Spring- 
field,  Mo.,  and  return  over  the  same  route 
for  operating  convenience  only.  The  no¬ 
tice  indicates  that  the  carrier  is  presently 
authorized  to  transport  the  same  com¬ 
modities  over  a  pertinent  service  route 
as  follows:  From  Chicago,  Ill.,  over  U.S. 
Highway  66  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
54,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  54  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  40,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  40  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
65,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  65  to 
Springfield,  Mo.,  and  return  over  the 
same  route. 

No.  MC  108449  (Deviation  No.  8) ,  IN- 
DIANHEAD  TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  Box 
3355,  St.  Paul,  Minn.  55165,  filed  May  10, 
1976.  Carrier  proposes  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of 
general  commodities,  with  certain  ex¬ 
ceptions,  over  a  deviation  route  as  fol¬ 
lows:  From  junction  U.S.  Highway  30  and 
U.S.  Highway  24  at  New  Haven,  Ind., 
over  U.S.  Highway  24  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  127  near  Cecil,  Ohio,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route  for  operating 
convenience  only.  The  notice  indicates 
that  the  carrier  is  presently  authorized 
to  transport  the  same  commodities,  over 
a  pertinent  service  route  as  follows: 
From  junction  U.S.  Highway  30  and  U.S. 
Highway  24,  over  U.S.  Highway  30  to  Van 
Wert,  Ohio,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
127  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  24  near 
Cecil,  Ohio,  and  return  over  the  same 
route. 

No.  MC  111231  (Deviation  No.  49), 
JONES  TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  610  E.  Em¬ 
ma  Ave.,  Springdale,  Ark.  72764,  filed 


May  3,  1976.  Carrier’s  representative: 
James  B.  Blair,  111  Holcomb  St.,  Spring- 
dale,  Ark.  72764.  Carrier  proposes  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  of  general  commodities,  with  cer¬ 
tain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation  route  as 
follows:  From  Atlanta,  Ga.,  over  U.S. 
Highway  278  to  junction  Alabama  High¬ 
way  17  near  Hamilton,  Ala.,  thence  over 
Alabama  Highway  17  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  278  near  Sulligent,  Ala.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  278  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  Alternate  45  near  Okolona, 
Miss.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  Alter¬ 
nate  45  to  junction  Mississippi  Highway 
8,  thence  over  Mississippi  Highway  8  to 
Cleveland,  Miss.,  and  return  over  the 
same  route  for  operating  convenience 
only.  The  notice  indicates  that  the  car¬ 
rier  is  presently  authorized  to  transport 
the  same  commodities,  over  a  pertinent 
service  route  as  follows:  From  Atlanta, 
Ga.,  over  U.S.  Highway  78  to  Memphis, 
Tenn.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  61  to 
Cleveland,  Miss.,  and  return  over  the 
same  route. 

No.  MC  111383  (Deviation  No.  46). 
BRASWELL  MOTOR  FREIGHT  LINES, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  4447,  Dallas,  Tex.  75208, 
filed  April  21,  1976.  Carrier  proposes  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  of  general  commodities,  with 
certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation  route 
as  follows:  From  Tulsa,  Okla.,  over 
Muskogee  Turnpike  to  junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  40,  thence  over  Interstate 
Highway  40  to  Memphis,  Tenn.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  72  and  Alternate  U.S. 
Highway  72  to  Decatur,  Ala.,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  31  to  junction  Alabama 
Highway  67,  thence  over  Alabama  High¬ 
way  67  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  278, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  278  to  Gads¬ 
den,  Ala.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  431 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  78  near  Oxford, 
Ala.,  and  return  over  the  same  route  for 
operating  convenience  only.  The  notice 
indicates  that  the  carrier  is  presently 


authorized  to  transport  the  same  com¬ 
modities,  over  a  pertinent  service  route 
as  follows:  From  Tulsa,  Okla.,  over  U.S. 
Highway  75  to  junction  Oklahoma  High¬ 
way  3  near  Coalgate,  Okla.,  thence  over 
Oklahoma  Highway  3  to  Anters,  Okla., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  271  to  Mt. 
Pleasant,  Tex.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
67  to  Naples,  Tex.,  thence  oyer  Texas 
Highway  77  to  the  Louisiana-Texas  State 
line,  thence  over  Louisiana  Highway  1 
to  Shreveport,  La.,  thence  over  UJS. 
Highway  80  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
11,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  11  to  Bir¬ 
mingham,  Ala.,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  78  to  Oxford,  Ala.,  and  return  over 
the  same  route. 

No.  MC  111383  (Deviation  No.  50), 
BRASWELL  MOTOR  FREIGHT  LINES, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  4447,  Dallas,  Tex.  75208, 
filed  May  4,  1976.  Carrier  proposes  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  of  general  commodities,  with  cer¬ 
tain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation  route 
as  follows:  From  Round  Rock,  Tex.,  over 
U.S.  Highway  79  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  84  at  Palestine,  Tex.,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  84  to  junction  Louisiana 
Highway  5  at  Logansport,  La.,  thence 
over  Louisiana  Highway  5  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  171,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  171  to  Shreveport,  La.,  and  return 
over  the  same  route  for  operating  con¬ 
venience  only.  The  notice  indicates  that 
the  carrier  is  presently  authorized  to 
transport  the  same  commodities,  over  a 
pertinent  service  route  as  follows:  From 
Round  Rock,  Tex.,  over  U.S.  Highway 
81  to  Waco.  Tex.,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  77  to  Dallas,  Tex.,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  80  to  Shreveport,  La.,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-14590  Filed  5-19-76;8:45  ami 
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